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Current Topics. 


The Land Transfer Commission. 
WE UNDERSTAND that the next meeting of this Commission will 
be held on the 28th inst. 


The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. 

THe ANNIVERSARY Festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent 
Association has been fixed for Tuesday, the 15th of June, at the 
Whitehall Rooms, when Mr. JAMEs 8. BEALE (President of the 
Law Society) has consented to preside, 


Taxation of Solicitor’s Bill after Payment. 


AT LAST we have a decision of the Court of Appeal which may 
be expected to check the tendency, which has prevailed since 
Re Cheesman (1891, 2 Ch. 289), to whittle down the “ special 
circumstances ” which will justify the taxation of a solicitor's bill 
after payment. It will be remembered that the result of that 
case was to leave the question whether My aes circumstances ” 
exist to the judge and to intimate that the of Appeal would 
not readily interfere with the judge's decision. In the recent case 
of Gane & Kilner v. Linley (reported elsewhere) it had been held 
by Mr. Justice PHILLIMORE that the mere fact that some of, the 
items of the bill that had been paid might have been reduced on 
taxation was “a special circumstance ” justifying taxation of a 
bill. As Farwet1, L.J., remarked, “probably 99 bills out of 
100 have something taxed off them,” and the court held that 
the circumstance that the whole bill will not be allowed on 
taxation is not a “ special circumstance.” 


‘**Kissing the Book.” 


y giene, 

practice should be altered by allowing the oath to be administered 
as in Scotland. We have in former years frequently referred te 
the wale: +S Meh wight hand Gultver din oumh 
standing holding up his right hand, delivers to 
witness, who stands in the same attitude, and repeats the words 
aloud, “I swear by Almighty God, and as I shall answer to God 
at the Great Day of J ent, that I will tell the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothi the truth.” Sir Waurger Soort, 
in his account of atrial in The Heart of Mid-Lothian, desoribes 
this oath as “an awful adjuration. which seldom fail “te 
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make an a eyen on the most hardened ae Sub-section 2 of section 95 of the Bill is omitted from section 94 
i e 

distinguished author, whose legal appointments caused him 
to pass much time in the law courts,’ was well qualified to express 
this opinion. We have always advocated the use of the form, 
and are glad.to observe that this week both the President of the 
Probate, &c., Division and Mr. Justice WARRINGTON have directed 
the officer administering the oath to give the witness the opportu- 
It remains to be seen whether 


and to e with fear even the most upright.” 


‘nity of adopting the Scotch form. 
advantage will be taken of the offer. 


rhe Companies Act, 1908. 


THE Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, which has now been 
issued, bears ovt the statement we made last week that its opera- 


tion was postponed at the last moment from the Ist of January 
to the Ist of April, 1909. The Act professes to be purely a con- 
‘solidation Act—that is, it consolidates the Companies Act, 1862, 
;and the Acts amending it. Naturally it is very lengthy, and it 
‘would be hazardous to affirm that it makes no alteration in the 
‘law. A correspondent, writing with only the Bill before him, 
‘Suggests that an important alteration was made by clause 102 (1) 
of the Bill, unless this has been altered. The clause was one of a 
group of clauses relating to mortgages and charges created by 
companies, and it purported to reproduce the provisions of section 
43 of the Act of 1862, and sections 10 and 17 of the Act of 1907, 
with regard to inspection of the register and copies of mortgages 
kept by the company. The register kept by the companies’ 
registrar is dealt with separately and is open to the inspection of 
any person on payment of the prescribed fee, not exceeding one 
shilling for each inspection: Companies Act, 1907, s. 10 (7) 
now the Act of 1908,s. 93 (8). But the company’s own register 
of mortgages is open upon different terms to creditors or members, 
‘and to strangers. Under section 43 of the Actof 1862, it was required 
to be open to inspection by creditors and members at all reasonable 
times. Under section 10 of the Act of 1907, creditors and mem- 
bers had a similar right to inspect a copy of any mortgage or 
charge requiring registration with the companies’ registrar, and 
section 17 extended the. right to inspect the company’s own 
register of mortgages tostrangers, subject to payment of a fee not 
exceeding Is., to be prescribed by the company. Clause 102 (1) 
of the Companies (Consolidation) Bill so combined these enactments 
as to give to strangers the right on payment to inspect copies of 
mortgages and charges as well as the company’s own register ; 
but the error was discovered before the Bill was passed and words 
ayere inserted which confine inspection by strangers to inspection of 
the register only. The clause as thus amended is now section 101 
(1) of the Act. That this slip was discovered and amended is a 
proof of the care with which the Bill was revised. 


The Changes in the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908. 


_- IT 18 just as well that the coming into operation of the Com- 
panies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, has been postponed until the 
Ist of April, 1909. It takes some time to print an Act of 296 
sections, some of them of great length, and to have made the Act 
effective on the Ist of January would obviously have been 
extremely inconvenient. It may be interesting to note the other 
e es which were made in the Bill at its latest stage. The 
Act is identical with the Bill ordered to be printed by the House 
of Commons on the 17th of November, 1908, up to and including 
section 93, Section 94 is omitted. It was merely a re-enactment, 
as to the registration of secured indebtedness, of section 12 of 
the Act of 1907, which prescribed the period within which the 
indebtedness was to be registered, and imposed penalties 
for defaults. The period expired on the Ist of October, 1908, 
but, presumably, notwithstanding the repeal of section 12 
of the Act of 1907, the daily default occurs and the daily 
logge 4 runs on: sée Interpretation Act, 1889, s. 38 (2). 
Phe effect of omitting the provision is that a renumbering of some 
geetions has been wey and sections 95 to 275 of the Bill are 
sections 94 to 274 of the Act. After section 274, a provision is 
inserted which is numbered 275, and is a re-enactment of the 
Companies - Act, 1908 (8 Ed. 7,.c. 12). Sections 276 to 296 are 








of the Act. The omitted provision only required something to 
be done within seven days after the Ist of July, 1908. Section 
102 (1) of the Bill (101 (1) of the Act) is properly amended 
in manner stated above. In section 204 (2) of the Bil] 
(203 (2) of the Act) some alteration in references to sectiorg 
have been made which were required by the a alterations 
in the numbering. In section 175 (1) of the Bill (174 (1) of the 
Act), relating to companies outside the United Kingdom, the 
requirement to register within three months companies incorpor. 
ated outside the Kingdom on the Ist of July, 1908, is omitted, 
Besides the above, there are some small but necessary alterations 
in the schedules to the Acts. 


Corporations and Copyright. 


THERE APPEARS to be very little authority on the subject of 
the rights of —— under the Copyright Acts, or to what 
extent these rights differ from the rights of a natural person, 
Can acorporation.be an “ author,” and, if so, for what term doés 
the copyright in such an author's work endure? The question 
seems to have been raised, so far as the Copyright Act, 1842, is 
concerned, only in a Scottish case—Maclean v. Meody (1858, 20 
Court of Sess., 2nd ser. 1154). There the compilers of a shipping 
list claimed, and were accorded, the protection of the Copyright 
Acts.. The work was not done by the persons who claimed to be 
owners of the copyright, but only at their instance and at their 
expense. It was urged that only the “author” of a work could 
be protected—“ the life of the author affords the only criterion the 
statute gives for measuring the endurance of the privilege.” Lord 
Deas thought this argument unsound, and held that the Act does 
not “ confine the privilege to cases in which there is a known 
author, whose life shall afford a measure for the endurance of the 
privilege. . . . The Crown might, I presume, get up a publication 
and be entitled to copyright, and yet the Crown never dies. . . . In 
all such cases it is obvious that the endurance of the privilege can 
have no reference to the author’s life, but must be for forty-two 
years after the first publication.”» According to a cablegram which 
recently appeared in the daily Press, an attempt is being made by 
MarkK TWAIN to secure the copyright of bis books in perpetuity. 
It is stated that Mr. CLEMENS has formed a corporation entitled 
the Mark Twain Company. The copyright in America of MARK 
Twain's books will shortly expire, and the experiment of vesting 
all rights to the pseudonym “Mark Twain” in a corporation is 
being made under the belief that perpetual copyright in the books 
bearing the name will be secured. It remains to be seen whether 
the experiment will succeed. Apparently it would not succeed 
under the English Copyright Acts. 


Attempt. .to Commit a Crime. 


A RECENT decision of the High Court of Justiciary in Scotland, 
H.M. Advocate v. Boxter, is a peculiar example of acts which 
are alleged to constitute an attempt to commit acrime. The 
defendant was charged upon an indictment which set forth 
that he had obtained, and sent by post, certain drugs to a 
man whose name was given in the indictment, along with a 
letter, written and signed by the defendant, containing instructions 
in regard to the manner the drugs should be administered in 
order to procure abortion, and did thus attempt to procure 
the abortion of a woman who was then pregnant. It was 
not alleged that the drugs ever reached the person to whom 
they were sent. The Lord Justice Clerk held that there was no 
sufficient averment of anything which constituted an attempt to 
commit a crime, and that the indictment was therefore irrelevant. 
The learned judge considered that the indictment was based upon 
this, that one person sent to another person something which, if 
used in the way directed, would be likely to cquse abortion. No one 
could doubt that this was a reprehensible act, and if Parliament 
were to make such a thing illegal by statute, probably no @ne 
would be found to express disapproval of the ‘enactment. But 
the question was whether at common law this constituted an 
attempt to commit a crime. There were many crimes for which 
preparation wes necessary, but mere preparation was not erg 
to constitute an attempt. Suppose a man-were employed by 
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breaking. It wasnot a crime at common law to make a jemmy ora 
brace, or any other housebreaking tool, or to sell it to a man who 
was going to commit housebreaking. We think this decision is 
wartanted by judicial decisions and text-books on the criminal law. 
The distinction is between a mere design to commit a crime and the 
ease where a man has done something by way of overt act with 
the purpose of committing a crime, but has not completed it, 
having in fact put his design into practical action. The defendant 
could not be said to have made an attempt to commit the crime of 
abortion when he supplied a person with materials for that 
purpose and nothing further took place. 


Patent Revoked for Non-working in the United 
Kingdom. 


- WE NOTICED (anée, p. 147) the decision of the Comptroller in 
the first case which came before him under the 27th section of the 
Patents Act of last year, whereby he revoked a patent for non- 
working in the United Kingdom (now reported 26 R. P.C.1). A 
second case has now been decided by him, and resulted in the revoca- 
tion of the patent, which was a patent for the purpose of producing a 
lock-stitch sewing machine capable of working ata very high speed. 
The invention claimed was not the entire machine, but consisted of 
a large number of combinations of improved parts. The machines 
made under the patent had been wholly manufactured in the 
United States, but before sale in the United Kingdom certain 
parts were taken out and others substituted which were manu- 
factured here. These parts were very few in number compared 
with the other parts of the machine. The first question was, 
whether the patented article was manufactured to an adequate 
extent in the United Kingdom, and the Comptroller decided that 
it was not. He said that, in his opinion, if the essential features of 
the patented article were not manufactured in the United Kingdom 
to such an extent as to substantially satisfy the demand here, but 
were imported from the United States, the patented article was 
not manufactured to an adequate extent in the United Kingdom 
within the meaning of section 27. We think that, if proper 
emphasis is given to the word “ essential,” this principle is right, 
but we can foresee many cases in which there will be a difficulty 
in drawing the line between essential and non-essential parts of a 
patented invention. The next question that arose was whether 
the patentees had given satisfactory reasons why the patented 
article was not manufactured to an adequate extent in the United 
Kingdom, and it was held that they had not, but into this branch 
of the case we do not propose to enter, as the matter was, in the 
case under notice, too complicated to be dealt with here. Finally 
the question arose whether the Order should be made for revocation 
forthwith or after a reasonable interval to enable the patentees to 
manufacture in the United Kingdom. The patent had less than 
two years to run in the ordinary course, and according to the 
evidence on behalf of the patentees, it would be at least five 


years before their company could make the machine as a, 


whole here, even if they determined to do so; and on the other 
hand, there was evidence that a German firm had put a similar 
machine on the market in six months from the time that they 
started to make it. The Comptroller, therefore, in view of these 
facts, decided not to defer revocation, but he further said that 
under ordinary circumstances he would not hesitate to revoke a 
patent forthwith when a case for revocation had been made out, 
and the patentee had, prior to the application to revoke, taken no 
steps whatever to comply with the requirements of section 27. 
This is rather drastic, and it will be interesting to see whether the 
present Comptroller’s successor will take the same view. The 
applicants in this case were persons who were, or intended to become, 
agents for the sale of certain German machines made in accord- 
ance with the patented invention, but which could not therefore be 
pre yh into this country on account of the existence of the patent, 
and they had at all events no present intention of manufacturing the 
machines themselves or getting them manufactured here. It is 
singular that in this, as well as in the previous case, the revocation 
of the patent apparently will not directly benefit British manu- 
facturers, or lead directly to the employment of British labour, 
although of course it may benefit the users of the machines’ in 
question by enabling them.to buy such machines at. a ch 

rate now that the patentees’ monopoly is terminated. We u 


stand that there are several applications under the section pending, 
and that two of them will shortly come before the Comptroller. 


The Report of the Committee on Inebriates. 


THE DEPARTMENTAL Committee, which was appointed se 
recently as April last, to inquire into the operation of the law relating 
to inebriates and to their detention in reformatories and retreats; 
and to report what amendments in the law and its administration 
are desirable, has already ted its report. This despatch 
shows that a Departmental Committee is a far more expeditious 
method of inquiry than a Royal Commission, or even than a 
Select Committee of Parliament. The re is a very interesting 
document, and the recommendations which it contains are certainly 
not marked by timidity. Themostimportant isa forthe eom- 
pulsory detention of non-criminal inebriates. A similar recommenda+ 
tion was made by a Select Committee in 1872,and the Bill which was 
founded on the report of that committee originally contained such 
provisions, but it was shorn of all compulsory features before it 
don to the statute book under.the title of the Habitual 
runkards Act of 1879. ain, a Departmental Committee im 
1892 strongly recommended the compulsory committal of inebriates 
to retreats on the application of relatives, friends, or other persons 
interested in their. welfare. And in 1895 the Inebriates Bil), 
which was introduced by Lord HERSCHELL, contained such 4 
provision ; but the Bill never got further than second reading, and 
that only with strong protests against the non-criminal part of it. 
Discouraged by this experience, the authors of the Inebriates Act of 
1898 did not even attempt legislation in this direction. In the mean- 
time, however, our colonies have passed enactments of this kind— 
e.g., Queensland in the Inebriates Institutions Act, 1896, and 
New South Wales in the Inebriates Act, 1900. ‘The State of 
Massachusetts, also, has a statute containing elaborate provisions 
for the same purpose. The committee have come to the 
conclusion that the course of recent legislation shews that thé 
Legislature does not now hesitate to enforce restrictions on the 
liberty of persons whose unchecked vagaries are clearly contrary 
to the public weal. One result of this Dy ta alteration of the 
law would be to afford an opportunity for the reformation of 
inebriates at an earlier stage of their career—an object which 
would also be attained by the further reeommendation 
of the committee that the necessity for proving three previous 
convictions before an inebriate can be sent to a reformatory under 
section 2 of the Act of 1898 should be abolished. The committee 
recommend that all inebriates’ reformatories should be placed, as 
prisons are, under the management of the State. It is suggested 
that our experience in regard to prisons justifies the e i 
that this change would tend to economy. It would also render 
possible a complete classification of inebriates, which is even more 
important for them than itis for the inmates of prisons. Another 
recommendation is that provision should be made at the public 
cost for the maintenance of poor inebriates who may be ene os 
enter retreats. This will supply a want to which attention has often 
been called. The nieeadathien also include a large extension 
of the summary jurisdiction of magistrates over inebriates. The 
committee claim that these proposals are adequately safeguarded, 
but they are bound to be regarded with some apprehension. 
se 


Sicilian Advocates and the Earthquakefat Messinag 


WE READ that the advocates of Messina who have suffered, m 
common with their fellow citizens, in the recent neta on are 
receiving generous assistance from the members of the legal pro- 
fession in Catania. A committee has been formed from members 
of the Society of Advocates in Catania, and of the Council of the 
procuratori, or solicitors, who have made a list of fifteen 
advocates of Messina who have taken refuge in Catania. This 
committee have forwarded a circular letter to all the legal 
societies in the Kingdom of Italy asking for their support 
in efforts to relieve the distress of the advocates of Messina and 
Reggio, and of their families. Notice has also been 
given of a proposed resolution of the society ‘of 
advocates that the names of the surviving advocates and 
procurator’ of Messina: and Reggio shall- be forthwith inscribed im 
the official books of Catania, so as to authorize them: to practise‘in 





that city, © The legal profession. ik; We understand, soniéwhat 
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overcrowded in the principal cities in Italy, so that the 
privilege conferred upon the sufferers by the earthquake may 
not be of t value, but the kindness from which it originated 
will be fully appreciated. 


Domicil in Divorce Cases. 


‘THE QUESTION of domicil will, apparently, long continue to 
gre rise to — of difficulty in divorce cases. One reason for 
this i t there is no satisfactory definition of “ domicil,” 
though there are said to be “no less than fourteen or fifteen 
definitions of ” it. Another reason is that domicil is sometimes 
contrasted with “usual residence,” sometimes with “ nationality.” 
Two recent cases illustrate this: see J’Anson v. 1’Anson and 
Fairfaz v. Fairfax, both in the Times of January 12th. In 
each case a co-respondent asked to be dismissed from the suit on 
the ground that the court had no jurisdiction over him. In the 
first case the applicant was a British subject and claimed a New 
Zealand domicil. He was certainly resident in New Zealand, but 
only for the last four years. The application was refused on the 
— that there had not been a bond fide change of domicil. 
the second case the applicant was by nationality a Dane, and 
claimed that his domicil was in Denmark. The application was 
granted. In this case, however, it was the domicil of the co- 
respondent, and not his nationality, which apparently excused 
him from submission to the jurisdiction of the court. 


Are Absolute Registered Titles 
Safe ? 


THE Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 95, provides that : 

“‘Subject to any estates or rights acquired by registration in 
ursuance of this Act, where any court of competent jurisdiction has 
ecided that any person is entitled to any estate, right, or interest in 

or to any —— land or charge, and asa consequence of such 
decision such court is of opinion that a rectification of the register is 
required, such court may make an order directing the register to be 
rectified in such manner as it thinks just.” 

And the Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 7, provides that : 

“* Where any error or omission is made in the register, or where 
any entry in the register is made or procured by or in pursuance of 
fraud or mistake, and the error, omission, or entry is not capable of 
rectification under the principal Act, any person suffering loss 
thereby shall be entitled to be indemnified in the manner in this 
Act provided.” 

In this article A. means the first registered proprietor, who we 
shall assume is registered with absolute title, and B. means a per- 
son who, owing to some right existing at the time of first registra- 
tion, could, if the land were not registered, either recover the land 
or enforce some legal or equitable right against it, such as a mort- 

e or a covenant against building, &c. The questions discussed 
in this article are very difficult, and, in the absence of judicial 
decisions, our opinion is little better than a guess. 

(1) If A. was at the time of first registration seised of a legal 
estate in fee simple, he did not by registration acquire any estate 
or right within the meaning of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 95, 
and therefore the court could rectify the register in favour of B., 
and A. will have no claim on the insurance fund. 

(2) If A. was not at the time of first registration seised of a 

estate in fee simple, he acquired the legal estate in fee 

simple by registration, and therefore the register cannot be recti- 
fied in B's favour, but B. will be entitled to indemnity from the 
insurance fund under the Land Transfer Act, 1897, s. 7. This is 
the common case where A. is a purchaser of unregistered land in a 
compulsory district, in which case he does not acquire the legal 
estate until registration. A similar remark applies where the 
first registered proprietor is either of the persons mentioned in the 
Land Transfer Act, 1875, 8. 5 (1) and (3), or a person having a 
mere power of sale (see the Land Transfer Act, 1875, s. 68), all 
of whom acquire the legal estate in fee simple by registration. 

In both the cases (1) and (2) substantial justice is done to B., 
except in the unusual case where he is entitled to the land itself 
and A. acquired the legal fee simple by registration, so that B. 
cannot obtain rectification, and is put to his remedy under the 
insurance fund. 

A very serious question arises, viz., Whether A., if he acquired the 








legal fee simple by registration, is liable, under the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, s. 7 (6), to recoup the insurance fund the amount paid 
to B. It will be observed that the fact of A. being registered with 
absolute title was his own voluntary act. He was not bound even 
in a compulsory district to be registered in this manner, and the 
fact of his being so registered Sy gees to be an act within the 
meaning of this sub-section, and if this is the case he will have 
to recoup the insurance fund against the loss incurred by B. 
This is no hardship, as if the land were not registered, B. could 
either recover the land itself or enforce his right against it. 

Next let A. make a registered transfer for value to C. C. has no 
power to ask for an abstract, he can only require such evidence of 
title as is permitted by theLand Transfer Act, 1897,s. 16, and if he 
asks for that he will not have contributed to the loss incurred by B, 
and therefore will not be liable to recoup the insurance fund if 
B. makes a successful claim after the transfer to C. has been 
registered, but it does not appear that A.’s liability will cease, and 
if this view is correct, A. will be in a far worse position than he 
would be if the land were not registered, in which case he would 
only have incurred the restricted liability incurred by conveying 
“as beneficial owner.” 


Next let A. make a registered charge to D. In this case D. 
acquires a right by registration, and therefore the register cannot 
be rectified against him. It may be argued that as D. might have 
asked for an abstract, he might, if the abstract would have dis- 
closed B.’s rights, be liable to recoup the insurance fund owing to his 
neglect to investigate the title, but it will be observed that the 
loss in respect of which B. becomes entitled to indemnity was the 
registration of A., not the registration of D., and therefore D, 
appears not to be liable to recoup the insurance fund, but A’s 
liability still remains. 

If the examination for absolute title made by the registrar 
is carried back for forty years, there is but little risk of B.’s rights 
being overlooked, and of A. incurring the liability that we have 
mentioned ; though there are some few cases where an examin- 
ation of title for forty years is not sufficient. We have known 
of a case where a purchaser accepting a short title would have 
been liable to eviction after the lapse of sixty years from the date 
of the conveyance, but cases of this nature are so uncommon that 
they are in practice disregarded. 

On the other hand, if registration with absolute title is to be 
made after the investigation of a short title only, as is proposed by 
some persons whose opinions have great weight, the risk to the 
first registered proprietor may be serious, the practical result being 
that it will not be safe for any man to be registered as first pro- 
‘aang with absolute title, unless a title for at least forty years has 

en investigated by his own advisers. 

We have now to consider the position of a person taking an 
unregistered assurance protected by a restriction or inhibition 
entered on the register if B, makes a successful claim. The Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, s. 49, appears to give a statutory power to any 
person to deal with the landin the same manner as if it were not 
registered, subject to “ the maintenance of the estate and right of 
such proprietor ””—i.e. to his power to deal with the land by 
registered assurance on transfer or charge ; and the person in- 
terested in any unregistered estate, etc., “may protect the same 
from being impaired by any act of the registered proprietor by 
entering on the register such notices, cautions, inhibitions, or other 
restrictions as are in this Act in that behalf mentioned.” 

Assuming that E. (the person entitled under an unregistered 
assurance) , caused the proper entry protecting his interest to 
be entered on the register, the registered proprietor cannot by 
registered assurance interfere with his estate or rights, but it 
appears that, if the register is rectified against A., it can also he 
rectified against E., as his estate is not acquired by registration, but 
probably E. has a claim against the insurarfte fund. 

If registration with absolute title is granted after investi- 
gation of title carried back for at least forty years, and a good root 
of title is shewn, the risk of being registered with absolute title 
is very small and may in practice be disregarded ; but as we have 
pointed out, if the registration is made on a sale in a compulsory 
district, the risk to a purchaser is greater than it would be if the 
land was not ina compulsory district, and the purchaser was not 
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If, on the other hand, registration with absolute title is granted 
on investigation of title for a short period only, the risk toa 
purchaser of unregistered land in a compulsory district may be 
rious. It follows that no prudent purchaser of unregistered 
land in a compulsory district will consent to be registered with 
absolute title unless the title has been investigated by his own 
advisers. We may add that the solicitor of a purchaser in a com- 
pulsory district ought to point out this risk to his client. 

If the result of the present commission is to have the Acts 
amended, the provisions as to rectification and insurance ought 
to be reconsidered. Considering the large fees that are paid 
on registration, it would not be too great a tax on the 
insurance fund to provide that, after the first proprietor 
ceased with absolute title had parted with the land, his 
liability should cease, unless it were clearly proved that 
he had kept back from the registrar some fact which ought to 
have been divulged to him on the investigation of the title. 

In connection with the matters discussed in this article, we may 
refer to the provisions of the Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 
1908 (8 Ed. 7, c. 36), s. 13, which in effect provide that where a 
county council has purchased land for small holdings, they are to 
be registered under the Land Transfer Acts with any title, and 
that if they transfer the land toa purchaser of a small holding, the 
purchaser is to be registered with absolute title, and that in this 
ease the remedy of any person claiming by title paramount is to be 
in damages only recoverable against the council. The result 
appears to be that the person injured by registration under this 
Act is not to be entitled to rectification of the register, or to 
indemnity from the insurance fund; he can only claim against 
the county council. 








Variance of Conveyance from Agree- 
ment: The Story of a Doubt. 


Il. 


As we shewed last week, the doubts described in the quotations we 
made from Mr. Butter and Sir Witu1am Grant—whether they 
were or were not entertained as doubts by those great lawyers— 
are authoritatively dissipated, and Vice-Chancellor Matins’s 
above-cited interpretation of a deed and his consequent decision 
in Hunt v. White are overruled. Mere notice of an incumbrance 
on property received by a person who is negotiating for its 
purchase before he signs his written contract does not, unless 
that contract contains a reason for doing so, hinder him from 
thereby acquiring a right to a conveyance of the property unin- 
cumbered: Cato v. Thompson (9 Q. B. D. 616). Moreover, 
if a person, while negotiating for a purchase, receives 
notice of a defect in title to, or of an incumbrance on the land, 
and afterwards accepts a conveyance with, in the one case a 
covenant for title, and in the other a covenant against incum- 
brance, those covenants will entitle him to sue for damages in 
respect of the defect of title or of the incumbrance of which he 
had notice: Levett v. Witherington (1 Lutwyche 317), Page v. 
Midland Railway Co. (1894, 1 Ch. 11), and May v. Platt (1900, 
1 Ch. 616) as to title; Great Western Railway Co y. Fisher 
(1904, 1 Ch. 316) as to incumbrance. 

Yet these judgments do not sufficiently shew either the nature 
of the doubt to which Mr. Buttmr’s and Sir W. Grant’s words 
gave currency, and which so many trusted guides of ordinary 
practitioners kept alive for a century, nor do they mark the 
reason for the doubt or the extent of its dissipation. Messrs. 
Barser, Hatpanz, and Suexpon’s attribution of the now 
established doctrine to the operation of the rule that extrinsic 
evidence of intention is inadmissible for the purpose of con- 
struing the conveyance, suggests that those who entertained the 
doubt had done so in forgetfulness of that rule. Yet neither the 
originators nor the repeaters of the doubt were likely to be 
oblivious of so fundamental a proposition of law—a rule which 
Six W. Granr had applied in the very judgment from which 
his description of the doubt has been quoted. A slight error by 


explanation. Instead of the word “construing,” they should, 


it is submitted, have used the wo’ 


“contradicting.’’ Extrinsic 
evidence may be used to construe, by explaining an obscure 
deed. It is more likely that the question whether the case 
described was not one in which the rule occasionally authorizing 
the use of extrinsic evidence, rather than forgetfulness of that 
generally prohibiting it, led lawyers to countenance, so far as 
they did countenance, the doubt. They no doubt felt, also, what 
is objectionable to lawyers as well as to others, the semblance of 
injustice wrought by a rule, which purports to justify a man in 
claiming compensation for not obtaining what he knew he could 
not get. Moreover, the scope of the permissive rule, unlike 
that of the prohibitive one, not being obvious, but generally 
needing investigation, such lawyers were likely to hesitate before 
concluding that the permissive rule was inapplicable. 
The particular case described by both Mr. Butizr and Sir W. 
Grant was only one of a class of which some might fall within 
the permissive rule. Levett v. Witherington (whi supra) had 
excluded that case, and Mr. Butter and Sir W. Grant must have 
forgotten that decision—a lapse of memory very different from 
that of forgetting either of the two rules of evidence. Probably 
if they had recollécted the judgment of the Court of Common 
Pleas they would have shewn that in that particular case the doubt 
did not apply. Yet, none the less, they might have counselled 
care to use in every written instrument words clearly shewing the 
maker’s intention, even where, without such expression, the 
same intention would be implied; and they might also think, as 
it may be prudent for practitioners still to think, that in every 
case in which a difference of intention by either of the parties 
from that expressed by the written instrument is alleged, the 
question whether extrinsic evidence in explanation of the deed 
may not exist and be admissible, must be probed. If that con- 
clusion be sound, it justifies the trouble taken by any reader of 
the argument by which it has been reached. 
The bearing of the above-cited cases on the foregoing argu- 
ment is as follows:—Levett v. Witherington (ubi supra) was 
decided on demurrer, and, so far as can be judged from the 
report, without reference to the quality of the evidence to be 
proffered. In Page v. Midland Railway Co. (ubi supra) the 
evidence was not extrinsic to the deed to be interpreted, but 
was contained in it, and was therefore not only admissible, but, 
by another rule of evidence, was bound to be considered. 
In Cato v. Thompson, May v. Platt, and Great Western 
Railway Co. v. Fisher (ubi supra) the first—the prohibitive— 
rule was referred to judicially as the reason for the judgments, 
and it was in fact applicable, Bertin the deeds to be interpreted 
stated clearly an intention which the extrinsic evidence was 
offered to contradict, but the defeated parties must have expected 
that objection to their cases. Their only chance was that of 
being able to shew that the deeds were obscure, and that the 
evidence, if admissible under the second—the permissive rule— 
would clear the obscurity and shew that the deeds meant what 
those parties said had been intended. - 
The decisions may be uitted of sacrificing justice to a 
technical rule. That a purchaser with notice of an incumbrance 
should be entitled to a conveyance free from that incumbrance, 
or that, after accepting a conveyance with a covenant against in- 
cumbrances, he should be able to recover-damages for the incum- 
brances, may be startling. Yet, of the intention of the parties, 
the best evidence afforded by those facts is that of the express 
contract or covenant. That such is the case, reason as much 
as law dictates. What, then, if the evidence of the circumstance 
and if the notice of it be sufficient, does the evidence of that 
circumstance and notice amount to? It amounts to this—that 
one of at least two hypotheses must be correct. The parties, 
notwithstanding the circumstance and notice, may have meant 
what the contract or covenant expresses—both the vendor and 
purchaser having expected the incumbrance to prove unim- 
portant or to be discharged—and the purchaser relying on the 
contract or covenant to secure to him either what he had bought 
or an indemnity. Another alternative is that the ciroumstance 
and notice are a contribution towards sufficient evidence that the 
deed is not what the parties intended it to be. While the deed 
stands it cannot be contradicted by extrinsic evidence ; but upon 
sufficient, though extrinsic, evidence a deed may be rescinded or 
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rectified. 


ie 


In the above-cited cases, except May v. Platt (ubi | but ave the full measure of his professional talents and energy tg 
supra), about which are some observations below, the vendors | his clients and to his pupils. 


Among the latter are to be reckoned 


did not impeach the instrument by which they suffered. Pro- ; 9,Very large number of the prominent younger men in all branches 


bably, therefore, they were not wronged. 


of the profession, but especially in his own. For he had also a 


Fhe rule of law that parol evidence cannot be received to remarkable faculty of teaching, which found scope not only in hig 


contradict a written contract has been followed in equity when 


own chambers with his private pupils, but also as lecturer and 
examiner for the Law Society, the Inns of Court, and the Council of 


proffered by applicants for decrees or judgments for specific | Legal Education. 


performance. 


On their behalf the court will not admit parol 


He was fortunate also in another respect: his profession did not 


evidence to shew that the written instrument does not contain | dissociate him from the scenes of his youth and the interests in 


tle true agreement: Woollam vy. Hearn (1802, 7. Ves, 211; which he was brought up. 


2 White & Tud. (2nd. ed.) 404), Davies v. Fitton (1842, 2 Dr. 
& War. 225). Even an action for specific performance of a 
written agreement with a variation, for the propriety of which 
parol evidence is offered, will fail (2b.).. Either there has 
originally been a contract, in which case the court cannot make 
a new one, or there has been no contract, in which case, neither 
at law nor in equity is there anything to enforce: Dart V. & P. 
(6th ed.) 839, Farweiz, J. (1900, 1 Ch. 618, 622). Part per- 
formance indeed may make a difference: Anon., 5 Vin. Abr. 522, 
pl. 38; 2 Wh. & Tud. (7th ed.), 513, 526. 

_It does not, we presume, follow, if a plaintiff who thinks him- 
self entitled to the benefit of the written contract so varied 
applies to the court for the rectification of the written instru- 
ment and obtains judgment in his favour, that he may not then 
get a decree for performance of the varied contract; but 
Farwewi, J., rejected evidence of such a right when it was 
insisted upon for the purpose of shewing that the parties were 
not ad idem by a defendant’s counterclaim for rescission, with 
an option to the purchaser to accept rectification: May v. Platt 
(ubt supra); but consider Martin v. Pycroft, below. 

In defending himself against an action for specific perform- 
ance, however, the party to be charged is let in to shew by parol 
evidence that in the circumstances the~plaintiff is not entitled 
t» have the agreement specifically performed: Grant, M.R., 
1802, Ves. 219; Joynes v. Statham (1746, 3 Atk. 388); Marquis 
Townshend vy. Stangroom (1801, 6 Ves. 328); Taylor (10th ed.), 
s. 1227 ; but where a purchaser resisted his vendor's suit for 
specific performance on the ground that a field which he had 
contracted to buy, and which was adjacent to a house and some 
land of his own, had a public footpath round and across it, of 
which he denied having notice when he bought, specific per- 
formance was nevertheless decreed against him: Bowles v. Pound 
(1800, 5 Ves. 508). Moreover, if the plaintiff offers to perform 
the omitted provision, and there has not been fraud or mistake, 
he may obtain judgment: Martin v. Pycroft (1852, 2 De G. M. 
& G. 785, 795). 

. So also in a suit for specific performance of marriage articles, 
Lord Cowrsr, C., said notice or not notice was material: Vane 
v. Lord Barnard (1709, Gilb. 6). 


The Late Mr. J. B. Dyne. 


Tue sudden death of Mr. Jonny Beapiey Dynz, the eminent con- 
veyancer, leaves a gap at Lincoln’s-inn which will be deeply deplored 
by a very widely spread circle of friends, colleagues, pupils and 
chents. He was a man notably endowed by nature with the two 
sometimes inconsistent qualities of friendship and success, qualities 
which were equally developed in him on both the physical and intel- 
leetual sides. He came to the bar with an established reputation for 
beth which is sufficiently rare. At college at Eton, in the old days 
when the scholars were apt to be much apart from the rest of the 
l, he was both Captain of the Eleven and Newcastle scholar. 
At Cambridge he was no less successful in the cricket field than in 
scholarship, and he ended his career there in 1863 as third classic | 
and Fellow of Kings. 








Born at Highgate, a suburb sufficiently 
detached to have a strong local colour of its own, highly flavoured 
with a literary tone, he always remained a loyal and enthusiastic 
citizen of that picturesque society in all its aspects. There he lived; 
thither he took his wife (a member of another intellectual and 
athletic family—the Lusgocks) ; there his eleven children were born; 
and there he died, full of honour. He served Highgate as church. 
warden, secretary of the historical Book Club, an influential member 
of all local. institutions, and at last for some years as chairman of 
the governing body of that excellent Highgate School of which his 
father had been for more than thirty years the distinguished head- 
master. 

He had reached the age of nearly seventy years, and to many it may 
well seem that it would be difficult to find a more full and complete 
record of a long life. Nevertheless his death was wholly unexpected, 
and his friends were not unjustified in looking forward to yet another 
quarter of a century of his useful career—a period which would not 
have protracted his life beyond the age of his own father, or that of 
his late colleague, Mr. Burrows. ntil August, 1907, he seemed 

impervious to illness, and, notwithstanding a serious breakdown from 

overwork at that time, which involved a rest of some months, he 

appeared to have completely recovered. He remained in figure and 

gait as slim and vigorvus and well-trimmed as the youngest of his 

colleagues, and in mind and cheerful sociability as bright as the best 

of them. He will be long remembered and regretted not only as 

‘juris et literarum et antiquitatis bene peritus,” but also as “ valde 

deflendus amicus.” 





Reviews. 


Workmen’s Compensation. 


Tue Law or Empuoyers’ LiaBiLiry AND WorKMEN’s CoMPENSA- 
TION. FourtH Epition. By THomas BrEveEn, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Haynes. 

The subject of the liability of employers, and of workmen’s 
cofppensaticn, is large and complex, and Mr. Beven has treated it in 
this work with the t ty mo which might be expected from him. 
The three parts of the book deal in succession with Employers’ 
Liability at Common Law ; the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880 ; and 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The principles of the 
common law are not of such importance now as before the Legis- 
lature intervened in this sphere, and even apart from special 
employers and workmen’s legislation, the rigour of the common 
law has been softened by statute, as in the case of Lord Camp- 
bell’s _Act--the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846—which made a con- 
siderable inroad on the maxim, Actio personalis moritur cum 
persona. Chapter V. of Part I. contains a useful exposition of 
this statute, but though the date 1909 is on the title-page, no 
reference is made to the Fatal Accidents (Damages) Act, 1908, 
which received the Royal Assent on the Ist of August last. This, 
it will be remembered, puts an end to the rule, stated at p. 114 of 
the present work, that, in assessing damages under Lord Campbell’s 
Act, insurance moneys must be taken into account. We gather, how- 
ever, that the work was substantially completed before the last Long 
Vacation, and it is an obvious oversight that this matter has not been 
referred to in the list of Addenda. The chapters dealing with the 
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Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, give a very able exposition of 
that statute, and in particular the subject of “Serious and Wilful 
Misconduct,” which does not now preclude compensation where death 
rc su'ts, contains a full examination of the circumstances which bring 





From Cambridge he came to Lincoln’s inn | # Workman’s conduct within this phrase. The text of the statutes 


and to Lord’s, and remained a loyal and active member of both till ' 1s pe in the body of the book; the appendix contains the forms 
an 


his death. 

He was a pupil of Mr. B. B. Rocers, and after his call, in 
ee, he rapidly made his mark as a conveyancer. Neat and 

iifal as a drafteman, learned and cautious as a lawyer, he 
—_ lost the confidence of those who once consulted him as 
tents or read with him as pupils ; and his genial and distinguished 
manners almost invariably turned professional associations into 
pérsimal friendships. He became successively conveyancing counsel 
td the Treasury, the War Office and the High Court, and he reckoned 


rules. The book as a whole is a very complete guide to the law 
and practice of workmen’s compensation. ° 





Foreign Judgments. 


ForricN JupGMENTS AND JurispicTion, Part I. (Forzicn Jupe- 
mMENTs—JuRispicTion). By Sir Francis Piacort, Chief Justice 
of Hong Kong. Butterworth & Co., London ; Kelly & Walsh 
(Limited), Hong Kong. 





among his personal clicnts some of the most exalted personages. He 
did nt, like many conveyancers, enter the lists’ of legal literature, 


‘Lhe second edition of Foreign Judgments and Parties Out of the 
Jurisdiction was published in 1864, The present volume is the’ 
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“two books—-Foreign Jud, 
‘the second edition of 1884 has been entipely ro-serenged, and the chap- 


‘ality. The title of the whole complete work, though possibly the most 


The author, however, connects the two in this way: ‘‘The question 


_eases turn on the question of absence of jurisdiction in the foreign 
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first part of a work, of which the second and third parts are not yet 

ublished, which will form a new consolidated edition of the author’s 
ents, &c., and Service Out of the Juris- 
diction. The present volume is, in effect, a new book. The matter of 


ters on colonial and foreign law omitted. The bookisuniform with the 
author’s Nationality and Naturalization, Parts I.andII.,and Exterritor- 


compendious that could be used, hardly conveys a good idea of the aim 
and contents of the three volumes (or parts) into which it is divided, 
and the samé nay be said of the sub-title of Part L, the present 
volume. This volume is divided into three books. Book IL, “The 
Position of Foreign Judgments in the English Courts,” takes 
up 96 pages; Book IL. is continued to p. ‘332, and is entitled 
simply “ Jurisdiction,” though it reallyis concerned with the juris- 
diction of English courts over causes of action and persons abroad ; 
the remaining 120 pages are occupied with Book IIL, defences and con- 
current suits. The contents of k LII. relate, of course, to defences 
in actions on foreign judgments brought in the English courts. 
The insertion between Books I. and II. (each relating to foreign 
judgments) of a treatise, rr more than half of the total 452 
on the jurisdiction of the English courts over causes of action 
je rsons abroad is at first confusing. There is no necessary connec- 
tion between the subject of the enforcement of foreign judgments in 
the United Kingdom and the subject of the English courts’ jurisdic- 
tion over persons living abroad and causes of action arising abroad. 


of jurisdiction is from its nature,” he says on p. 103, “fundamental to 
the subject of foreign judgments . . . . by far the greater number of 


court raised in some form or other.” Then on p. 106, after some 
explanation and illustration as to English courts recognizing 
that the jurisdiction of the foreign court must be tested by rules 
analogous to their own, the treatise contained in Book II. is thus 
justified : in view of the importance of the subject of jurisdiction, 
“T propose to treat the English law on it as an independent question 
instead of as a mere ground of defence.” The arrangement of the 
book thus once understood, the reader will have no further difficulty 
in appreciating the result of Sir Francis Piggott’s labours. 

It is impossible, in the compass of this review, even to enumerate 
the many points of interest and difficulty, both on the law of foreign 
judgments and the law relating to the. quast-exterritorial juris- 
diction of the English courts, that are raised and dealt with more or 
less exhaustively. A “foreign” judgment includes judgments of 
colonial courts, and on p. 6 the extraordinary and anomalous position 
of judgments of colonial courts in the United Kingdom is pointed 
out: “it would seem to be necessary to proceed by way of action in 
order to enforce a colonial judgment which has been upheld on appeal 
to the Privy Council, and that an appeal would lie from the decision in 
that action to the Court of Appeal and thence to the House of Lords.” 
On what ground is a foreign judgment enforced at all by the English 
courts} There are two theories or doctrines on this subject. According 
to one theory, a foreign judgment is only enforced as a matter of grace, 
by the comity existing among nations. The other theory is that the 
judgment constitutes a binding Jegal obligation. Both views 
(including the vexed question of “non-merger”) are discussed 
exhaustively in the present volume, 

Passing to the subject of the English courts’ jurisdiction in Book IT., 
we are treated to an elaborate and most interesting disquisition on 
the whole question of territorial jurisdiction, its limitations, and the 
origin of those limitations. One very useful distinction is introduced 
by Sir F. Piggott— that between “competence” and “jurisdiction,” 
the former being “ used subjectively, of the nature of the action which 
any court may entertain,” the latter ‘objectively, of the nature of 
the persons in respect of whom these actions may be entertained” (p. 
101). In the course of the disquisition on territorial jurisdiction or 
competence, ranging from Mostyn v. Fabrigas to British South 
Africa Co. v. Companhia de Mozambique, the propositions laid down 
in the latter leading case are closely analyzed, and several ambiguities 
in Lord Herschell’s judgment pointed out. The different paths by 
which courts of common law and courts of equity have arrived at the 
same result with ps to the territorial limits of their jurisdiction 
or competence are also noticed. One not uninteresting feature of 
the present volume itself is that it has been printed ot Henig Kong, 
though published in London. 


Books of the Week. 


An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Court 
orms, By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel under 
the General Editorship of ARrHurR Unperar, M.A., LL.D., one of 
the Conveyancing Counsel of the High Court, assisted by W. F. 
Wesster, Hunerr F. F. Greentanp, B.A, and Humpurey H, 





Krvo, B.A., LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. Vol. XVI.: Notanda and 


The South African Natiyes : their Progress and Present Condition. 
Edited by the South African Native Races Committee. A Supple- 
ment to The Natives of South Africa : their Economic and Social | 
Condition. John Murray. 


Butterworth’s Workmen’s Compensation Cases, Vol. I (New 
Series). Being a Continuation of Workmen’s Compensation ‘ 
Vols. I.-IX. ited by the late R. M. Minton-Szennovuse, Es 
Barrister-at-Law. Containing Reports of Cases decided under 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts during the period September, 1907, 
to August, 1908, Edited by His Honour Judge Rurce, K.C., and 
F. J. CotrmMan, -Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 
Effects of War on Property: being Studies in International Law 
and Policy.. By Atma Lattet, M.A., LL.D., Barrister-at-Law.. With 
a Note on Belligerent Rights at Sea. By Jonn Westiake, K.C., 
LL.D., D.C.L. Macmillan & Co. (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Forensic Costume for Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—I am sorry the Associated Provincial Law Societies do not 
approve of a headdress for solicitors. Why I should like to know? 
aybe most of the members responsible for the resolution are not 
advocates. I consider the opinions of advocates alone ought to have 
been taken. 
As an advocate I object to half a forensic costume, and should like 
to see the gown abolished if we are not to have a headdress. 
The usher and solicitor wear the same dress. , 
Town clerks and registrars have a complete dress, so why not 
advocates’ The opinion of other advocates would be a 
DVOCATE. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
High Court—Chancery Division: 


Re LORD CHESHAM’S TRUSTS. VALENTIA +. CHESHAM. 
Eve, J. 12th Jan. 


Serrtement—Srricr SETTLEMENT—HEIRLOOMS—CHATTELS TO GO WITH 
Reatty—Tiwe or Vestinc—Vestine in Tenant In TAIL BEFORE 
PossEssIoN—INTENTION. 


Chattels were settled upon trust to be used, held and enjoyed by the 
person for the time being entitled to freeholds settled in strict settle- 
ment, but so that they should not vest absolutely in any tenant in 
tail male, or in tail by purchase who should not attain the age of 
twenty-one, but who, nevertheless, should be entitled to the use and 
benefit thereof during minority. 

Held, that the chattels vested absolutely in a tenant in tail, who 
attained twenty-one, though he died in the lifetime of the tenant for 
life. 

This was an adjourned summons, asking to have it determined in 
whom certain heirlooms were now vested. By a disentailing deed of 
the 15th of November, 1872, the Chesham estates were dis- 
the thie Baron Ghecham should by deed jeistly appoint. And by the 
the third Baron sho’ y join point. 
same deed the third Baron Chesham secigeal oll the plate, cine, 
glass, books, household effects, furniture, pictures, prints, in the mansion 
house upon trust, so far as the rules of law and equity would allow, to per- 
mit the same to be used, held and enjoyed with the mansion house by the 
person who for the time being should be entitled to the mansion house under 
the limitations therein contained, yet so that for the effect of trans- 
mission the same should not vest absolutelyain any person made tenant 
in tail male, or in tail by purchase who should not attain the age of 
twenty-one. By an indenture of resettlement of the 12th of November, 
1877, the second Baron Chesham and the third Baron Chesham, in exer- 
cise of the said power, appointed the settled estates, including the 
mansion house, to the use of the third Baron Chesham during his life, 
with remainder to his sons successi in tail male, and they 
that the trustees should hold all the plate, china, lass, books, 
hold effects, furniture, pictures, prints, drawings upon trust, 
as the rules of law and equity would allow to permit the same 
used, held, and enjoyed by the person who for the time being 
be entitled to the mansion house, yet so that for the effect of 
mission the seme chowldl nos vent absobately #2 any peretn Gauedg 
tenant in tail male or in tail by who i 
age of twenty-one, but who, ne » should be entitled 
and benefit f during minority. The second Baron 
in 1882. The third Baron Chesham two sons, the eldest 
died intestate in 1900, shortly after his 
is now the fourth 
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Miscellaneous Supplementary Forms. Butterworth & Co. 


of the chattels were , 
| the proceeds paid to the trustees, This summons was 
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trustees to have it determined whether, upon the true construction of 


the deeds, the chattels and effects-thereby settled vested absolutely in ' 


the eldest son of the third Baron Chesham, and passed, on his death, to 
his father, or whether they will vest absolutely in the fourth Baron 
Chesham upon his attaining the age of twenty-one years. 

Eve, J., after stating the facts, said it was argued on behalf of the 
infant tenant in tail in possession that the chattels never vested in the 
eldest son of the third Baron ‘Chesham, and therefore they are now 
vested in the infant, subject to his attaining the age of twenty-one. 
The general rule on the point is stated in Lord Scarsdale v. Curzon (1 
J. & H. 40), where it is said that an assignment or bequest of per- 
sonalty, either immediate or by way of trust executed, to go according 
to the same limitations as 1eal estate, vests it absolutely in the first 
tenant in tail of the realty immediately upon his birth, and this 
whether the limitations of the personalty be expressed in extenso or 
created by reference to the limitations of the realty. In the present 
case the limitations are created by reference, and primd facie, therefore, 
the case comes within the rule. Indeed, it had been conceded that a 
settlement of personalty, to go according to a strict settlement of 
realty, operates to vest the personalty in the first tenant in tail at 
birth, and that rule cannot be controlled unless there is a clear intention 
that the chattels shall vest in the first tenant in tail who comes into 
possession, in other words, unless the contingency of posses- 
sion is imported into the settlement. That rule is established by 
the cases, and is succinctly stated by Lord Sugden in Potts v. Potts 
(3 J. & Lat. 369), quoted by Swinfen Eady, J., in Re Fothergill (1903, 
1 Ch. 149), as follows : ‘‘ It is firmly settled that the court will not 
introduce in such cases the restrictions which conveyancers know how to 
introdace with apt words.’’ You must therefore find apt words of re- 
striction to take a case out of the rule. It is said that such words are 
to be found in the words ‘‘to be used, held and enjoyed,’”’ and it has 
been forcibly argued that you can never use, hold or enjoy what you 
never | , and that those words are only consonant with ssion. 
But I am precluded by Foley v. Burnell (1 Bro. C.C. 274) from holding 
that those words shew any such clear intention. Then it is said that 
the words ‘‘ who, nevertheless, shall be entitled to the use and benefit 
thereof during minority,”’ shew a contrary intention, and that if you 
read those words as extending to every tenant in tail, it makes nonsense. 
I confess I have been greatly exercised in my mind whether those words 
do not amount to a restriction, but, having heard all the cases, I do not 
feel justified in saying that they are of sufficient importance to restrict 
the rule to a tenant in tail who is actually in possession. I therefore 
hold that the heirlooms d on the intestacy of the eldest son to his 
father, and that his mother is entitled to them as executrix or adminis- 
tratrix.—Counset, P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and 7. 7. Methold; Jessel, 
K.C., and Corrie; H. T..Methold. Soxictrors, Stow, Preston, & 
Lyttelton; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co. 

[Reported by 8. E. Wriit1sms, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
GANE & KILNER v. LINLEY. C.A. Nor. 12th Jan. 


Taxation or Soticrror’s Britt arrer PaymMent—SpeciaL CrRcUMSTANCES 
—ALLEGED OVERCHARGES. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Phillimore, J., ordering 
taxation of the plaintiff's costs. The nature of the special circumstances 
relied on will be gathered from the judgment. 

Vavenan Wass, L.J.—I think it is desirable in the first instance 
to get rid of any point which is made that this court ought not to 
interfere with the decision of Mr. Justice Phillimore here by reason of 
the authority of the case of Re Cheesman (1891, 2 Ch. 289) 
the head-note in which says: ‘“‘There is no rigid rule as 
to what kind of circumstances will justify the taxation of a 
solicitor’s bill after payment, but the judge has in each case to deter- 
mine whether there are special circumstances which make it right to 
refer the bill for taxation, and if there are special circumstances in the 
case, the Court of Appeal will not readily interfere with the decision of 
the court below tliat they are sufficient to justify taxation.’”” Now in 
the judgment which I am going to deliver I do not propose in the 
slightest degree to depart from the rule laid down in Re Cheesman. 
In the first place, in my opinion, that rule cannot apply to a case in 
which the materials which are properly before us were not before the 
learned judge when he exercised his discretion. The variety in the 
materials which were before the successive tribunals which disposed of 
this matter is curious in this case. When the matter was before the 
, as I understand, Master Wilberforce had no affidavit before 

at all; neither the affidavit of the debtor nor the affidavit of the 
soli - When the matter was before the learned judge the learned 
jade had the affidavit of the debtor, Mr. Linley, but had not before 

the affidavit of the solicitor. It is said—and I have no doubt truly 

the substance of a t deal that is in the affidavit was 
before the judge in the sense of a narrative, which was not based upon 
any affidavit at all. But it is plain that you cannot expect a narrative 
of that sort to be treated with the same gravity and serious attention 
an affidavit. The judge may listen to see if there is any 

reason for him to hold his hand, because of the statements which are 
made, but that is not the same thing as having an affidavit. Now here 
we have this. The debtor having made this statement before the 
learned judge, which, in strictness, was not admissible as evidence at 


: 








explained, and it seems to me that we are right in looking at that 
explanation by affidavit given by the solicitor, the materials Letore uw 
| are manifestly different materials from those which were before Mr, 
' Justice Phillimore, and may very well account for our arriving at 9 
different conclusion from Mr. Justice Phillimore. And I would algo 
point out this, that in Cheesman’s case it is notable that there was no 
dispute but what there were some special circumstances, and the 
question was as to the quantum of special circumstances—whether the 
quantity and amount of special circumstances was such as to justify the 
learned judge in making the order that he did. 
Lord Justice Lindley and Lord Justice Kay both of them said in terms 
that they did not know that if the question of sufficiency had come 
before them they would have arrived at the same conclusion. Lord 
Justice Lindley says : ‘‘ Mr. Justice Kekewich thought that there were 


am not sure that I should have thought so if the matter had come before 
me in the first instance, but I cannot say there were no special circum. 
stances, and cannot therefore come to the conclusion that Mr. Justice 
Kekewich was wrong.”’ I will come to Lord Justice Bowen in a 
moment, but Lord Justice Kay says : ‘‘I feel the impolicy of encourag. 
ing appeals in small matters of taxation. I entertain the same doubt as 
the Lord Justice Lindley, whether the special circumstances here were 
such as would have induced me to direct taxation, but Mr. Justice 
Kekewich has thought them sufficient, and we ought not to interfere 
with the discretion of the judge below except in a very strong case.” 
Lord Justice Bowen, having quoted the words of section 41 of the 
Solicitors Act: “. . . if the special circumstances of the case 
shall in the opinion of such court or judge appear to require the 
same .. . .’ says: “‘If there had been here nothing that could 
reasonably be considered a special circumstance, it would have been 
our duty to reverse this order. But there certainly were special circum- 
stances, and the Court of Appeal ought not lightly to interfere with the 
discretion of the judge as to whether they were sufficient.’’ Now, the 
present case is a very different case. However the matter might have 
appeared before the affidavit of the solicitor was put in, when you read 
that explanation the matters referred to in the debtor’s affidavit as 
being overcharges of such a nature as to constitute special circumstances 
are really all explained. For myself, when I read that explanation, I 
should come to the conclusion that there were in fact here no special 
circumstances whatsoever. I do not see myself on the face of the 
charges anything that is excessive. Attempts have been made to say 
that there were excessive charges for calls, in the sense that there 
were more calls charged for than were made or ought to have been 
made. When one looks at the call-book, which, I think, was not before 
the learned judge at all, it appears that the ‘‘ special circumstances” 
come to nothing, and lose all their speciality. Then another case was 
about the item for attending the public examination for all that 
day. When you come to see the circumstances, it does not seem to me 
that the solicitor attending all day at the public examination was 
making any overcharge here. ‘‘Oh, but,” it is said, ‘‘the scale of 
charges limits the charge which he can make.’’ When one comes to 
look at the scale of charges which is referred to, that has nothing to do 
with the present matter at all. I gave every opportunity of discovering 
some scale which did put this limitation of £1 1s., and after diligent 
search no one has been able to produce it. Then the only other matter 
at all relied upon is that the costs for perusing this short- 
handwriter’s note were excessive. I do not think so—that is all I can 
say. It was a laborious operation, looking at the number of folios in 
this case which there was of this public examination, if it really was 
to be gone through. There was one point made dealing with the public 
examination. In favour of the solicitor it was mentioned that at the 
time that he was asked specially to come and do this he was, to the 
knowledge of the debtor, not in London, but in Bournemouth on his 
holidays. Nobody suggests that if you ask a solicitor to come from a 
distance to do something for you in a particular locality you must not 
pay him something for his journey and time for so attending. That 
also must be taken into consideration. The last point that was made 
was that we were to treat not the bill of costs which was 
actually delivered in, I think, June, 1904, as the bill of costs, the 
lapse of time after which of a month would entitle the solicitor to 
bring his action—the condition precedent to his bringing his action, 
but that we are to treat as the bill‘of costs the copy delivered these 
years afterwards. I do not in the least agree to that. There is really 
no substantial difference between the two. It is not a corrected bill in 
any sense of the word. It is only really that the credit given now 
under some arrangement subsequent to the delivery of the bill has been 
taken into consideration. Under these circumstances, I do not think 
myself that we can do otherwise than allow this appeal, and I wish to 
say that I cannot help thinking that if Mr. Justice Phillimore had had 
before him the same materials that we now have, he would probably 
have come to the same conclusion. 

Farwett, L.J.—I agree. I only wish to ad@ this. When a judge 
of first instance has exercised his judicial discretion on a matter 
properly brought before him, and his decision is brought to this court 
on the same materials, this court certainly will not interfere with that 
exercise, simply because it might not have come to the same conclusion 
if it had been dealing with those facts for the first time. But that 
rule has no application to a case like the present, where the materials 
are entirely different from those before the learned judge. We are 
not now interfering with his discretion; we are exercising our own 
discretion on a new set of facts which are now before us for the first 





all, now the imputations which are made by the debtor's affidavit are 


time. On the general point, the only suggestion appears to me to 
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——— 
that some of these items might be reduced on taxation; but that is not ConstrrotTionaL Law axp LecaL History. 
‘a special circumstance. Probably ninety-nine bills out of one hundred The following students passed in Constitutional Law (English and 
have something taxed off them—possibly the bills may have been | Colonial) and Legal History :— 

with a view to standing some little depletion by way of Class 1.—Eugene Bregeon, G.L 

pxation ; otherwise the Taxing Master's functions might be said to be | Class I1.—Henry Sartorius Bannerman, Joshua David Casswell, and 
. But, without attempting to define special circumstances, it | Robert James Hudson, M.T.; Frederick William Pearson, L.T.; 
is quite clear to my mind that it is not a special circumstance that the | Harnam Singh, G.I. ; Algernon Hyde Villiers, 1.T. 
wie bill will not be allowed on taxation. I cam see aoening myself | Class 111.—Moreshwar Vasudeo Abbyankar, L.I.; Clifford Man 
which should here lead the solicitors to submit to taxation. They are | Mohan Agarwala, G.I.; Maxwell Hensle ‘Anderson and Edward 
satitled to stand on their legal rights. Their bill is now nearly five | Ernest Henry Atkin, M.T.; Mohiddin Hhan Azad, L.1.; Sohrab 
years overdue, and I see no reason why they should not insist on that | Byramji Banaji, M.T.; Himansu Mohon Basu, G.I.; Rustam Din- 
“cht which the statute has given them to decline to submit to taxation | shawjee Batliwala, M.T.; Christopher Bethell, 1.T.; Jawaher Lal 
ter this lapse of time. Bhakhry, L.I.; Rochfort Follioct Blakiston, M.T.; William Percival 
Kennevy, L.J.—I agree, and have nothing to add to the reasons Gratwicke Boxall, jun., L.1.; John Nevile Buchanan, L.T.; Frank 
Li; Thomas Walter ig | Carthew, I.T.; Albert 


given, with which I entirely concur. Cuthbert Bune, 
Van de Sandt Centlivres and Lal Chand, M.T.; Wyndham Damer 


The appeal was dismissed with costs.—CounseL, Foote, K.C., and , - 
Hansell yread. Soxicrrors, Gane & Kilner; Leslie, Field, Brownjohn, | Clark, I.T. ; Mohamed Shamsud Din, M.T.; Re, id Lionel Eber, 
& Co. I.T.; Ernest Evans, L.I.; Alfred Fahey, M.T. ; rge Fit 5 
[From shorthand notes.] G.I. ; Narendra Nath Ghatak and Pierre Georges Edmond Gide, L.I. ; 
Humphrey Adam Gilbert, M.T.; Guy Wolfe Gotto and Frederick 
Laurence Gray, I.T.; Sel McGregor Grier, G.I.; Gustav Gross- 
mann, 1.T.; Mahomed Abdul ir Hafiz, L.1.; Eli Geo: 
Ss > ie Hales and Grahame Maurice Hamilton, M.T.; Oliver Nowell Chad- 
ocieties. wyck Healey, L.I.; William Herbert Humphreys, M.T. ; en Henry 
oe 9 Mita Francis Hyndman, Cecil Hen Blundell Ince, Douglas Doyle Jones, 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association. and Lawrence Evelyn Jones, 'T.; Richard Burdon Haldane Kemp, 
. ? : _ | Rafiq Mohammad ; Mohamed Yahya Khwaja, and Motiram 
meeting of the board of directors of this associa- | Lilaram Lalvani, L.I.; Thomas Witheridge Langman and Victor 
tion was held at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on 13th inst., | Osbond Lessey, G.1.; William Roy Upton Litton and Ivan Biggar 
Mr. Walter Dowson in the chair, the other directors present bein Sir | Logan, I.T.; Ardeshir Pherozeshah Mehta, L.I.; Frederick Stewart 
George Lewis, Bart., and Messrs, W. C. Blandy (Reading), W. Chees- | Modera, I.T.; David Henry Carmichael Monro and George Dick - 
man (Hastings), A. Davenport, R. Ellett (Cirencester), C. Goddard, J. | Montsioa, L.I.; Arthur Gilbert Mullins, Edward Nathan, and Francis 
F. N. Lawrence, H. A. Peake (Sleaford), R. W. Tweedie, and J. T. | Featherston Newman, L.T.; Richard Hill Norris, M.T.; Ingram 
Scott (secretary). A sum of £315 was distributed in grants of relief. | Tjbert Owen, I.T.; William Alexander Paterson and Mukand Lal° 
He, 1.T.; Stopford Harold 


Nine new members were admitted and general business was transacted. | Puri, M.T.; John Edward Yonge Radcliffe, 
Rylett, M.T. ; Ian Cuthbertson Sanderson, 1.T.; Pixley Ka Isaka 


Seme, M.T. ; Narendra Nath Sen, G.I.; Saral Chunder Sen, M.T.; 
9 Partabsing Sahibsing Shahan)» ao i ro ee —— pa 

Krishna Lakshman eorey, L.I.; ar s ingh an 
Law Students J ournal. James Smith, G.I. ; Gorden Smith, L.I.; Widdrington Stafford and 
Th : : Allan Farquhar Stephen, M.T. ; Francis Edmund Storrs, Hon. William 
e Council of Legal Education. Maitland Strutt, and Charles James Ballaarat, § Symon, 1.T. ;, Gilbert 
The following are the awards upon the general examination of _— Tazlor, LL; Thowwvardiey., LT. — h a We wag 2: 
students of the Inns of Court, held at the Middle Temple Hall on Willia: m John Williams and "David. Wiltshire, M.T.; Murdoch 

the 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, and 18th of December. L.I. means Lincoln’s McKenzie Wood G I ‘ Edward Robert Woodward M.T. 

Inn; I.T. Inner Temple; M.T. Middle Temple; and G.I. Gray’s Examined, 148; sad i, 91. ° i 
Seven candidates were ordered not to be admitted for examination 
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Inn :— 
Roman Law. again until the Trinit; Examination, 1909, and two candidates not 

The following students passed in Roman Law :— until the Michaelmas Examination, 1908 2 

Class I.—Douglas Dewar, 1.T. ; Mohamed Ismail and Sidney Streat- Crmunat Law AND PROCEDURE. 
feild Leigh Lamert, G.I. ; George Marsden, I.T.; Kaikhosru Jehangir | The following students passed satisfactory examinations in Criminal 
Rustomji, M.T. Law and Procedure :— 

Class 11.—Henry Sartorius Bannerman and Edwin Osmond Barnard, Class I.—Robert Fortune, M.T.; Frederick William Pearson and 
M.T.; Winfield Joyce Bonsor and Hon. Clarence Napier Bruce, 1.T.; | Algernon Hyde Villiers, i é 
Louis Courtauld, L.1.; Burriss Gahan, I.T.; Edward John Harding, lass 11.—Charles Joseph Markham Blake, M.T.; John Nevile 
L.I.; Henry Wilson Harris, I.T.; Edmund Pocknell, L.I. ; Nikhil | Buchanan, I.T.; Herbert ulley, M.T. ; George Mouat Dundas-Mouat, - 
Sankar Sen, M.T.; Partabsing Sahib —_ Shahani, L.I.; John Wigram | I.T. ; James Godding, G.I. ; James Neville Gray, L.I. ; Francis Willi 
Shephard and Rupert Walker, I.T.; Chung Hui Wang, M.T.; Wee | Hoole, 1.T. ; Amolakram Hoon, G.I. ; Joseph ksey Jackson, M.T. ; 
Swee Teow, G.I.; David Wiltshire, M.T. Edwyn Llewellin Jones, G.1. ; William George Gresham Leveson-Gower, 

Class III.—Prince of Morvi Ajitsin nit, I.T.; Vivian Osborne | I.T.; Leslie Charles Levy, G.I. ; George Fohn Ernest Neville, 1.T.; 
Augustine, G.I. ; Robert George Banks, I.T. ; Edward Patrick Barry, | Charles Smith and Hormusji Ardesir Vakil, M.T. 
Debendra Nath Basu and Jiban Mohan Basu, G.I. ; Murari Lal Batra, Class I1J.—Irvine Geor Aitchison, M.T.; Raoul Antelme, Jiban 
M.T.; Herbert Copeland Cary Batten, John Hadfield Bennett, George | Mohan Basu, and Nirpendra Nath Basu, G.I. ; Rustam Dinshawj® 
Edward Wentworth Bowyer, Charles Albert Brantsen, and Eustace | Batliwala, M.T. ; Winfield Joyce Bonser, I.T. ; Birendra Krishna Bose, 
Webster Brightman, I.T.; Pau Mou Chu, L.I.; August Cohn, M.T.; | M.T.; George Edward Wentworth Bowyer, L.T.; William Percival 

Alan Herbert Coltart, L.1.; Henry Conyers Cox, 1.T.; Roy Carnegie | Gratwicke Boxall, jun., L.I.; Francois Ambroise Ernest Brouard, 

Cutter, G.I.; Shaikh Firozuddin and George William Victor Fisk, | M.T.; Hormusji Sorabji Captain, I.T.; Charles Howard Carpenter, 

L,I. ; William James Gilchrist, G.I. ; Yeshwant Gopal Gokhale, M.T.; | Soze Jin Chan, and Ernest Washington Chance, G.I. ; Fazl Mohammed 

Phiroz Dorabji Gorwalla, L.I. ; Douglas Leslie a Reginald | Chishty and Satyendra Narayan Choudhunig L.I.; Herbert Clark, 
Cumberland Green, I.T.; Walter Harragin, G.I. ; Iph MacEwan | M.T.; Jerald Henry Pomeroy Colley, I.T.; Roy Carnegie Cutter, 
Haslam, Sir Charles Philip Huntington, Bart., and Cecil Henry | G.I. ; Edgar James treaut, M.T.; George Keith Ewing and 

Blundell Ince, I.T. ; Joseph Cooksey Jackson, M.T. ; Lawrence Evelyn | George Edgar Farmer, 1.T.; Shaikh Firozuddin, L.1.; Humphre 

Jones, I.T. ; Laurence Henry Kenny, G.I. ; Ahmad Bakhsh Khan, L.L. ; Adam Gilbert, M.T. ; Frederick Lawrence Gray and John Green . 

M.T.; Cecil Henry Blundell Ince and ‘ 





Behari Lall, G.I.; Walter Bernard Lawrence and Antoine Le Gras, | I.T.; Syed Zair Hussain, 

M.T.; Roger Watson Loring and Frank Cecil Meyer, I.T.; Ghulam | Edward St. John Jackson, I.T.; Jordan Paul Jordan, M.T. ; Imdadali 
Mohiuddin, M.T.; Shah Mo ammad Mohiuddin, G.I. ; William John | Imamali Kazi and Rafiq Mohammad Khan, L.I.; Saiyid Bashiruddin 
, M.T.; Damodarrao soreeet Panse, I.T.; George Norman | Ahmad Khan, M.T. ; Jethmal Lilaram Lalvani, L.I. ; Carleton George 
Pattinson, M.T.; Galappatty ankanange William Perera, L.I.; | Langley, M.T,; Thomas Witheridge yg ee G.I.; Hsin Kwei Lin, 

Lawrence Pillay, M.T.; Dosabhoy Cowasji Ralli, L.I.; Mian Abdul | L.I.; Ivan Biggar Logan and Arthur Sydney Lucy, I.T.; 
i i " Brederick Stewart 
Mugliston, I-T-; 
,_ George 











Rashid and Alexander Home Renton, M.T. ; Frederick Miller Rodgers, Ludwig Malone, G.I.; Cecil Wi ercer 

LT.; Thomas Gordon Scott Rogers, Vanga Jagannadha Row, Pixley | Modera, Dou Jas Cato Morrison, and is Hugh nat 

Ka Isaka Seme, and Merwanji Kavasji Sett, M.T.; Shapoorjee | Ratilal Ghelubhai Munsif, L.I.; Joseph Sinclair Nic 

Jamshedjee Shapoorjee, I.T.; Dalip Sing L.I.; Narain Singh and | Smee Odling-Smee, and Cecil Grantham Page, I.T. ; Madhava Shankat 
rd m Bingtobert | Reo. Pandit and Herbert Peck, L.[.; Arthur Horace Peun. ond 














Vivian Findlay Smith, G.I.; Charles Gordon Spencer, 
William Stevens and Patrick Stormonth-Darling, I.T.; Moung Tha | Frederic William Pepperell, I.T.; G@ ty Kankanange Wiliam 
Din, Reginald Dudley Thompson, and Roy Guan Chandra Varma, | Perera and Kalladakuri Pondi Shanmukham Pillai, LT. ; 
M.T, ; udley William Ward, 1.T.; William John Williams, M.T.; | Johan Marius Prillevits, .T.; Nareschandra , Lj 
Basil Gelibrand Wood, I.T. Arnold Ripley, I.T.; Donald Osmund Riviere, M.T.; Carrol . 
Examined, 133; passed, 86 LT. ; Dhirendra Nath Roy, L.I.; Sidney Salomon, M.T. ; Tan 
Guthbertson Sanderson, I.T.;_ Pixley Ka Tsaka M.T. 








Three candidates were ordered not to be admitted for examination Seme, 3 
again until the Trinity Examination, 1909. | Partabsing Sahibsing Shahani, L.I,; Norman Matthew Shaw, G.I; 
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Madan Mohan Sinha, M.T.; William Thomas Snell and Harry Charles | L.I.; Manjori Ananta Pattar Sundara Aiyar, G.I.; Frederick Spang, 


— G.I.; Widdrington Stafford and Leslie Hayward Strudwick 
-T.; Stanley William Sykes and Jehangirshah Manekshah Taleyark 
han, I.T.; Jerrold Francis Goone Tilleke, G.I. ; Edwin Arthur Tilley 


, | Arnold Baker, I.T.; Humphrey George Ambrose Baker, William 
- | Benson Baker, and Richard de Beaumont Beamish, L.I.; Rij 


, | Bennett, M.T.; William Gordon Campbell, G.I.; Arthur Grodg 


Fi 


L.I.; Charles Wellesley Welman, M.T.; John Fiske Wilkes and | Capel Collins, I.T.; Basanta Kumar Das, M.T.; Avancha Vinkaty 


Robert FitzGibbon Young, L.I. 
Examined, 137; passed, 95. 


Dass and Sohrab Limjibhai Daver, G.I.; Francis Maurice Rusgelj 
Davies, Edward Aylmer Digby, and Henry Watt Dollar, M.T. ; Frangig 


Five candidates were ordered not to be admitted for examination | Bridger Dutton, L.I.; John Pascoe Elsden, I.T.; Frank George Ennes 


again until the Trinity Examination, 1909 
Reat Property AND CONVEYANCING. 


_ The following students passed in Real Property and Conveyanc- 


and Percy William French, M.T.; Naziruddin Hasan, L.I.; Rober 
Hunter Hill, I1.T. ; Robert James Hudson, M.T.; Cecil Henry Blundell 
Ince, I.T,; Thomas Alfred Jones and Harry John Kemp, MT), 
Faithful Edward Knottesford-Fortescue, L.I.; Brij Lal, Rasik Behag 


ing :— . 
Class I.—John Leopold King, G.I.; Mark Frank Levey, M.T.; and | 24) and Alfred Letchworth Law, M-T.; <runechalam Ma 


Herbert McGladery, G.I 


Class. II.—William Valentine Aldridge, M.T.; Laurence Henry | S™™st*FadmsGopal Menon, M-T. ; George Henry Mills, 1-1; Same 


L.I.; Girdhari Lall Maheshwary and Edward William Maples, &.1 


Arndt, G.I. ; Percy Francis Atkin, M.T.; Ronald Gorell Barnes, John | °24"4%@ Mukhopadhyay, M.T.; John Stanley Murray and Nai Chay 


Nevile Buchanan, William Martin Cubitt, and Hugh Lewis Murray 


Forder, I1.T.; James Neville Gray, L.I.; Donald Lane Ingpen, M.T. 


George Marsden, I.T.; John George Phillimore, M.T.; Stanley 


William Sykes, 1.T. 


we 


I.T.; Kanwar Narain, L.I.; Philip Charles Parry, M.T.; Galap : 
Kankanange William Perera, L.I.; Mudujil Kesava Padmonahig 
Pillai, MT. ; William Charles Pilley, G.I.; Kaikhushroo Byramijee 


Pudumjee, M.T.; William Benjamin Riesle and Edgar Francis 


Class 111.—William Robert Colquhoun Adcock, G.I. ; Gwilym Ewart | 2obinson, I-T.; Philip Ferdinand Rosettenstein, G.I. ; Edgar Rossagy 


Aeron-Thomas and William Staveley Armour, 1.T.; Maung Ba Dun, 
L.I.; Himansu Mohon Basu and Edgar William Battenberg, G.I. ; 
Tristram De La Poer Beresford, M.T.; Christopher Bethell and 
Vincent Frederick Biscoe, I.T.; Charles Haswell Campagnac, M.T. ; 
Hormusji Sorabji Captain and William Edward Carter, I.T.; Chit Hla, 
M.T.; Manmatha Pal Choudhuri, L.I.; Herbert Clark and Wilfred 
Cotton, M.T.; John Robert Ellis Cunliffe, I.T.; Sohrab Rustomji 
Davar, G.I.; Noel Charles Antoine Edmond Duvivier, M.T.; Henry 
Laidlay Garland Edwards, Charles Glyn Evans, and Charles George 
Edgar Farmer, I.T.; Alexander Charles Farquharson and John Fore- 
man, M.T.; Noel William Freeman, I.T.; Charles Fortescue Garstin, 
M.T. ; Frederick Laurence Gray, I.T. ; Michael Mahon Greaves, M.T. ; 
George Charles Guest and John Ashley Hall, I.T.; Henry Forster 
Handley-Derry and Arthur Vivian Hill, M.T.; Maung Hla Pe, L.I.; 
Victor William John Hobbs and Patrick Kirkman Hodgson, I.T.; 
Reginald Victor John Somerville Hogan, M.T.; Choudhari Mujtaba 
Hosain, G.I.; Henry Vaughan Hunt and Christopher Salkeld Hurst, 
I.T.; Abulmuzaffar Asgar Husain, M.T.; Cecil Henry Blundell Ince, 
L.T. ; Joseph Cooksey Jackson, M.T.; Richard Burdon Haldane Kemp, 
L.I. ; Edwyn Corlett Kneen, Ivan Biggar Logan, and Herbert Lumb, 
I.T. ; Charles Frederick Cunningham Macaskie, G.I.; Philip Richards 
Marsland and Cyril Edgar Martineau, I.T.; Leslie Ernest Vivian 
McCarthy, G.I.; Arthur Morley and Mangharam Gurndmamal Mukhi, 
M.T. ; Arthur Gilbert Mullins, [.T.; Sohrab Manekji Nanavutty, G.I. ; 
Raymond Ewings Negus, 1.T.; Lancelot Pears, M.T.; Frederic 
William Pepperell and Carol Romer, I.T.; Harry Sacher, M.T.; Ian 
Cuthbertson Sanderson and Robert Brooke Campbell Scarlett, I.T.; 
Pixley Ka Isaka Seme, M.T.; Sunanda Chunder Sen, L.I.; Jatindra 
Mohan Sen-Gupta, G.I.; Charles Theodore Te Water, I.T.; Ralph 
Douglas Weston, G.I.; Walter Reginald Wilkin, M.T.; George 
a and George Evans Williamson, I.T.; Edward Frank Wise, 
Examined, 107; passed, 85. 

One candidate was ordered not to be admitted for examination again 
until the Trinity Examination, 1909. 

Hinpv asp Manomepan Law. 

The following students passed in Hindu and Mahomedan Law :— 

Class I.—Ardesar Hormasji Wadia, M.T. 

Class II.—Shivcharan Das, G.I.; Myat Nyein, M.T.; and Nosser 
Fardoonji Seervai, G.I. 

Class III.—Varaganeri Venkatesa Subramania Aiyar, L.I.; Vivian 
Osborne Augustine, G.I. ; Yeshwant Gopal Gokhale, M.T.; Amolakram 
Hoon and Mohomedally Tyebjee Kaderbhoy, G.I.; Jethmal Lilaram 
Lalvani, L.I.; Syed Zafer Mehdi, G.I.; Maung Mya-U, L.I.; Diwan 
Dina Nath, L.L. ; Hiralal Ukabhai Patel, G.I. ; Ram Bahadur Pershad, 
M.T.; Har Bakhsh Singh, G.I.; Hormusji Ardesir Vakil, M.T.; 
Nowrojee Jehangir Wadia, L.I.; and Syed Mohomed Zahur-Ali, G.I. 

Examined, 31; passed, 19. 

One candidate was ordered not to be admitted for examination again 
until the Trinity Examination, 1909. 


Roman Dutcu Law. 

The following students passed in Roman-Dutch Law :— 

Class III.—John Carey and George Louis Hutchinson, G.I.; Alfred 
Bertrand Wessels, M.T. 

Examined, 3; passed, 3. 

Fina Examination. 

Class I. (in order of merit).—*John Norman Daynes, L.I., student- 
ship of 100 guineas per annum, tenable for three years; *Johannes 
Jacobus Smith, M.T., Sarat Kumar Chakravarti, G.I., and Louis 
Fernand Maingard, M.T., certificates of honour. 

Class Il. (in order of merit)—James Victor Nesbitt and Michael 
Henry itley, 1.T.; George Alexander Cohen, M.T.; Charles 
Edward Leathart Rae, 1.T.; Walter Meakin, M.T.; Henry Somerset 
Fitzroy, William Montagu Mego Hvgies, and Maxwell Henry Hayes 

, LT.; George alcolm Kent Leggett, G.I.; Michael 
Harry Godby, 1.T.; Noel Thatcher, G.1.; Philip Milner Oliver, L.1. 
Clase III. (in alphabetical order).—Moreshwar Vasudeo Abbyankar, 


ay 





and Charles Wheatstone Sabine, M.T.; Nirendra Nath Sen, G.L; 
Leopold Bernhard Sommerfeld, M.T.; Irach Jehangir Sorabji, G.L; 
Walter Elliot Stanford, Nanjangud Subbarao Subbarao, and Edgar 
Taunton, I.T.; William Harold Tribe, M.T.; Harold Durham Trill, 
I.T.; Thomas Vosper, M.T.; Wilfred Fabian Waite, L.I.; William 
Arthur Wardley, Henry Brooks Warner, and Herbert Stewart Wilson, 
LF 


"Examined, 107; passed, 77. 

Three candidates were ordered not to be admitted for examination 
again until the Trinity Examination, 1909. 

The Council awarded to William Francis Swords, M.T., the Barstow 
Law Scholarship. ¢ 


The Law Society’s Classes. 


The first term of the year will commence on Monday, the 18th of 
January, and the Principal will be in his room at the Society’s Hall 
on that and the following day to see students who desire to consult 
him as to their studies. Sonatas and classes will begin on Thursday, 
the 21st of January, at 5 p.m., when the Principal will commence 
new course for final students on Equity, and Mr. Langridge the course 
for intermediate students on Civil Steen. On Tuesdays and Fridays 
the classes will be on Criminal Law and Divorce (Mr. Latter) for final 
students, and on Public Rights (Mr. Wright) for intermediate students. 
On Wednesday Mr. Dunlop will lecture on Practice and Procedure in 
the King’s Bench Division, commencing on the 27th of January, while 
Professor Dicksee will hold a class on the outline of Accounts and 
Book-keeping for intermediate students on bygone at 5. 

The classes in Jurisprudence (the Principal) and Roman Law (Mr. 
Uthwatt) for the LL.B. examinations will be continued during the 
present term, and special classes will be held on Landlord and Tenant 
(Mr. Langridge), Libel and Slander (Mr. Gwyer), and Tenants for 
Life (Mr. Baynes). 





Law Students’ Societies. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SocrETy.—Jan. 12,—Chairman, Mr. C. P. 
Blackwell.—The subject for debate was: “That the case of Conway v. 
Wade (1908, 2 K. B. 844) was wrongly decided.” Mr. Dowding opened 
in the affirmative, Mr. Kafka seconded in the affirmative; Mr. Johnson 
opened in the negative, Mr. Pleadwell seconded in the negative. The 
following member continued the debate: Mr. Croom-Johnson. The 
opener having repiied, the chairman summed up. The motion was lost 
by one vote. 








Obituary. 
Mr. C. E, Wilson. 


Mr. Charles Eustace Wilson, Town Clerk of East Ham, died on 
Tuesday, at the age of sixty-three. He was admitted in 1868, 
and was the head of the firm of Wilson and Son, of 20, Basing- 
hall-street, E.C., and of East Ham and Barking. He was 
vestry clerk of St. Mary the Virgin, Aldermanbury. In 1879 he 
was appointed clerk to the East Ham Local Board, and upon East 
Ham Gian created a borough, in 1904, he was named in the charter 
as the Town Clerk. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. F. LinpsAy Sutton (Messrs. Andrew, Wood, Purves, & Sutton), 
of Great James-street, W.C., has been clected Junior Warden on the 
Court of the Coach Makers and Coach Harness Makers Company. 





° The st dentehip would have been diviited bet Mr, ° 
Sane ie coos wem Dayne: and Mr. 


Mr. G. R. Askwitu, K.C., Assistant Secretary emosiey | Depart 
ment) of the Board of Trade, has been appointed to succeed Bir C. N, 


jan. 16, 1909, 
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a 
Dalton, K.C.M.G., C.B., as Comptroller-General of Patents, Designs, 
and Trade-Marks, on his retirement at the end of February next. 


Mr. MonTacu SHARPE, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Chair- 
man of the Middlesex Sessions. 


Mr. Nrevp, M.P., barrister-at-law, has been appointed Deputy- 
Chairman of the Middlesex Sessions, in place of Mr. Montagu Sharpe. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


RoperT GARSIDE EmsLEY and JAMES BoGLE SMITH, folicitors 
(Emsley, Son, & Smith), 17, East-parade, Leeds. Dec. 31. The said 
Robert Garside Emsley will hereafver carry on business on his own 
account at the same address under the style or firm of Emsley & Son; the 
said James Bogle Smith will likewise hereafter carry on business on his 
own account, but at 10, East-parade, Leeds. 


FREDERICK HUGH MuNBY and EpwArD FARINGTON NEVILE, 
= (Munby & Nevile), Crosby-buildings, Crosby-square, London. 
Tee. 25. 

Henry RUSSELL, Percy Wiis Russet, and ALEXANDER 
CuMMING, solicitors (Russell, Sun, & Cumming), 14, Old Jewry- 
chambers, London. Dec. 31, So far as regards the said Henry Russell, 
who retires from the firm ; the said Perey Willis Kussell and gp fivece oad 
Cumming will continue the said business under the present style or firm 
of Russell, Son, & Cumming. [ Gazette, Jan. 8. 

JoHN FREDERICK EDELL, GEORGE ARTHUR EDELL, and Eric 
GoRDON, solicitors (Edell & Gordon), 4, King-street, Cheapside, 
London. Dec. 31. The said John Frederick Edell and George Arthur 
Edell will continue to carry on bvusiness at 4, King-street, Cheap- 
side, aforesaid, in partnership with HENRY NORMAN BLIss, under the 
style or firm of Edell & Co. ; and the said Eric Gordon will continue to 
carry on business at 15, Devonshire-square, Bishopsgate, in the City 
of London, and at 1, Southampton-stre:t, Bloomsbury, iu the county of 
London, under the style of Erie Gordon. 


CHARLES RICHARDS GUNNER and WILLIAM RENNY, solicitors (Gunner 
& Renny), Bishops Waltham and Portsmorth. Jan. 1. 


JAMES BELL STOTHART and HENRY PARLANE BANNERMAN, folicitors 
(Stothart & Bannerman), 43, London-wall, London. Dec. 31, 
[ Gazette, Jan, 12, 


General. 


The mural paintings which Sir William Richmond, R.A., was com- 
missioned by the Corporation of London to paint for the adornment 
of the Central Hall of the new Sessions House in the Old Bailey, are 


stated to have been completed. The subjects of the three paintings 
are ‘The Golden Age,” *“Roman Law,”’ and “Spartan Law.” 


_ The report of the Poor Law Commission, which was appointed 
in 1905, and which has been sitting ever since, is, says the Evening 
Standard, now in the hands of the printers, and will be issued at the 
reassembling of Parliament—possibly before, as the Government will 
announce its intention of dealing with the subject, if not in this 
session, at least at an early date. 


Sir Ford North attained, on Sunday last, says the Evening Standard, 
the fine age of seventy-nine. He became a judge in 1881, and after his 
retirement, ‘‘devoted himself to his favourite hobbies—fishing and 
the collecting of insects. He is a Fellow of the Royal Society, and his 
private museum of moths, butterflies, and beetles of the rarest varieties 
is one of the best in England. He has been urged before now to 
write a monograph of his collection, or at least to permit a detailed 
catalogue to be published, as it would be of inestimable value to 
scientists and students.” 


The following list for the North and South Wales and Chester Circuit, 
as given in the London Gazette, seems to differ in some respects from 
the circuit paper printed last week :—The Hon. Mr. Justice Pick- 
ford : Monday, January 25, at Welshpool; Thursday, January 28, at 
Dolgelly ; Tuesday, February 2, at Carnarvon; Friday, February 5, at 
Beaumaris ; Monday, February 8, at Ruthin; Friday, February 12, at 
Mold ; Monday, January 11, at Haverfordwest ; Thursday, January 14, 
at Lampeter; Saturday, January 16, at Carmarthen; Wednesday, 
January 20, at Brecon; Friday, January 22, at Presteign. 


There were no prisoners for trial at the quarter sessions for the 
Borough of Guildford on Saturday, says the tmes, and the Recorder, 
Mr. George Cave, K.C., was presented with white gloves. In address. 
ing the grand jury, he stated that an Act woul shortly come into 
force which would enable the Recorder, on occasions when there were 
he criminal charges to be dealt with, to dispense altogether with the 
attendance of _—_ juries. A grand jury was a very ancient institu- 
tion, and both in ‘counties and boroughs they had hitherto been 


compelled to attend the sessions from quarter to quarter, even when 

were no cases to hear, In one sense he would regret the change 

Galan it was always pleasant to meet the prominent burgesses of 

; dford, but he knew that many of them were business men, and 

roe - aatletnchory to them to be spared the unnecessary trouble 
of time. 





The old Bankruptcy Court, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, where the West- 
minster County Court has been carried on for over two years, during 
the rebuilding of a new court and offices on the old site in St. Martin’s- 
lane, will, says the Z'imes, be closed on February 15. On that day the 
old building, which has figured so much in fact and fiction, will 
cease to be a Court of Law for ever, the site being required for 
extending the Land Registry Office. On the 15th the Court, registrar’s 
and high bailiff’s offices will be removed to the new buildings in St. 
Martin’s-lane. According to the present arrangements, the Judge will 
sit at the old reli 2 Court up to February 12 and hold the 
next sitting at the new Court on February 23. : 


According to the Times, at the Clerkenwell County Court this week, 
Judge Edge, dealing with an application to record an agreement under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act, said he had carefully looked through 
the papers in the case, and he wished to state publicly his view of 
the matter, and he hoped solicitors would take note of it. In this 
case £100 had been paid in full settlement of compensation and costs. 
The man had received £75, whilst the solicitors acting for him had 
received £25. For what? He could not conceive for the life of him 
how any solicitors who were applying for compensation on behalf of 
an applicant could have done any work that would amount to £25, 
or anything like it. It seemed to him to be a public matter that ought 
certainly to be inquired into. It would be a sad thing for people who 
had to pay compensation in these matters that, whilst the injured man 
should receive a small-sum comparatively, the solicitor should receive 
so large a sum as £25 for doing something which they knew nothing 
about. There was a great danger in large sums being paid to solicitors, 
which meant indirectly that their clients were advised to accept the 
sum offered._'The matter was fully and satisfactorily explained to the 
judge by the solicitor concerned on Thursday.] 


The Halifax Town Council have, says the 7imes, taken up the 
question of altering the arrangements for the West Riding Assizes at 
Leeds, so as to restrict the time of the Judges in that division of the 
North-Eastern Circuit. Action was first taken at Leeds, the Leeds 
Chamber of Commerce agreeing to join the Leeds Corporation and 
the Leeds Law Society in a memorial to the Lord Chancellor. The 
Halifax Town Council at their meeting last week passed a resolu- 
tion that, while they recognised the efforts made to improve 
the administration of justice in London, they protested against the 
curtailment of time allowed to the assizes at Leeds. They requested 
that the Lord Chancellor and the Lord Chief Justice should have the 
Order in Council reconsidered, and that a date later than the Vacation 
should be fixed for the autumn assizes. The opinion was expressed 
that there could be no satisfactory solution of the difficulty except by 
the additional appointment of Judges. From the discussions whi 
have taken place at Leeds and Halifax, it appears that the West 
Riding Assizes have usually taken place on the termination of the 
circuit round by the Judges, all the work in connection with the assizes 
in that way being finished before the return of the Judges to town. 
According to the new arrangement, which is objected to so strongly 
at Leeds and Halifax, and especially by barristers practising at those 
districts, the assizes are to have only twelve wor days, instead of 
twenty-one, or even more, as occasion might have hitherto required. 
The point of the objection to the new arrangement is the crowding of 
three weeks’ work into two. 


The Times reports a case in the Marylebone County Court raising 
the important question of what constitutes ‘‘ impounding” 
under distress. r. F. R. Phillips, estate t, of Seymour-place, W., 
sued Messrs. Jay, house furnishers, of Shirland-road, Paddington, for 
£20, treble the value of certain furniture which the defendants 
had removed while under distress for rent. His Honour, Sir W. L, 
Selfe, in giving judgment, said the case was one of iar pablic 
interest, as there were no decisions of the higher tri in which 
same class of circumstances arose. In a reported case a man was left 
in possession, but on the following Saturday night the man left the 
premises, and did not return for some time. During his absence the 
tenant not only left the house, but removed his goods. The Court held 
that the distress had been abandoned, and gave judgment for the 
defendant. In the Divisional Court that decistgm was reversed on the 
ground that the facts did not show that the man did not intend to 
return, and the Court of Appeal confirmed that judgment. For the 
purposes of the present case it was es to consider what was 
meant by impounding. When the question was dealt with by the 
Divisional Court, Mr. Justice Channell said the question was what 
was meant by em Taking would 
but taking possession retai ib 
poses of the statute. In this case the plaintiff 
to distrain—and his Honour did not doubt his evidence—and he knew 
perfectly well that the Ss were he did not choose 
to inquire from whom—and he accepted from tenant a note of 
holding over : ‘‘I hereby agree not to remove or allow to be 
any of the effects from < rooms, and “or you to withdraw and: 
hold the matter over.”” That, however, did not constitute a with- 
drawal of distress, becausé the bailiff made out and left an inventory 
of the goods distrained upon, although he kept no ory himself. That 
inventory had been destroyed when the tenant paic er SUMS as 
rent after the date of a and the age telling him ta 


** keep up his payments,” for six weeks, In the meantime 
the true owners of the goods, that the tenant had got into 
he was in arrear with his 


trouble of another sort, and knowing 
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instalments, and having no knowledge that a distraint had been levied, 
carried off the goods. If ever there was a case which came within the 
general dictum of Mr. Justice Channell, this was one. In this case 
there was no impounding, and consequently there could be no breach. 
There would be judgment for the defendants, with costs on the higher 
scale. Leave to appeal was granted. 


On Tuesday, in the Probate, &c., Division, Sir Gorell Barnes said : 
I want to make a suggestion as to the form of taking the oath in 
this Court. Attention ten been publicly called to the matter lately, 
as it has been on several previous occasions. As probably every one 
knows, the Oaths Act, 1 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 46, s. By, provides 
that, ‘‘ If any person to whom an oath is administered desires to swear 
with uplifted hand, in the form and manner in which an oath is 
usually administered in Scotland, he shall be permitted so to do, and 
the oath shall be administered to him in such form and manner without 
further question.”’” Now, some years ago I took the trouble to obtain 
a form of oath in simple form as was usual in Scotland. The form 
has been published in this Court, I think, for several years now, and 
the notices are conspicuously exhibited on both sides of the Court in 
the following form, which is, I believe, correct according to Scots 
law :—Notice to Witnesses.—If any person to whom an oath is 
administered desires to swear with uplifted hand in the form and 
manner in which an oath is usually administered in Scotland, he or she 
is permitted to do so. The following form of oath may be used :— 
‘I swear by Almighty God that I will speak the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth.’—By order, February 25, 1902.” 
Nothing could be more effective or more simple; and although those 
notices have been exhibited for some years in a very conspicuous 
position, it is remarkable that practically nobody takes advantage of 
the information which those notices convey, probably because when 
people come into Court their minds are not on anything else but the 
case, and they accept the oath as it is presented to them in the 
ordinary way. Well, now, another step was also taken which has been 
a matter of public comment. I had provided a number of Testaments, 
which are specially bound in covers which permit of repeated cleans- 
ing, and that operation has been habitually attended to by the officials 
of the Court, and, so far as it was possible in the ordinary way, nobody 
could object in any way. Still, I have thought that, in order to meet 
the objection which is felt in certain quarters, it would be desirable 
that every witness should have his or her attention called to what 
he or she may do at the time when the oath is about to be 
administered. Therefore, in addition to the notices which are posted 
up in the Court, I have given instructions that both in this Court 
and in the Court in which Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane presides the 
officer administering the oath shall ask the witnesses if they desire to 
be sworn in the Scotchform, and if so they shall take the oath 
in Scotch form.—Mr. Justice Warrington, on Wednesday, adopted a 
similar course. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reotstrans 1s ATTENDANCE Ow 





Da Emenorroy Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
te. Rora. No, 2, Joyox. Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday ...Jan. 18 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
4 19 Bloxam Farmer Church Leach 
20 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
. 21 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
. 38 Synge Church Greswell Thee d 
23 Goldschmidt Synge Chur ch 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanrrineror. Nxvituz. Parker. Evs. 
Monday ...Jan, 18 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Beal 
Tuesday ......... 19 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesda 20 Church Greswell Leach 
Thursday . 21 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
Friday .... 22 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Saturday Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 


High Court of Justice—King’s Bench Division. 
MASTERS IN CHAMBERS, 1909. 

A to F—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Bonner ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Sat ys, Master Macdonell. 

G to N—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Chitty ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Day. 

O to Z—Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays, Master Archibald ; Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, Saturdays, Master Wilberforce. 

PRACTICE MASTER. 


A Master will sit daily in bis own room in accordance with the follow 
ing Kota to di-pose of all Questions of Practice, Ex parte Applications 
and General Business. 


Monday, Master Wilberforce ; Tuesday, Master Chitty ; Wednesday, 
Master Macdonell : Thursday, Master ner; Friday, Master Day; 


The Property Mart. 
Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

Jan. 19.—Messrs. Taurcoop & Marri, at the Mart, at 2: Frechold Ground.Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, Jan. 9). 

Jan, 20,—Mesars, Wattrr Hatt & Sons, at the Mart: Residences, Freehold Shop 
and Villa Plots, Leasehold Investments, &o. (see Advertisements, back page, Jan, 9). 

Jan, 20.—Messrs. Jonn Botr & Sons, at the Mart: Leaseholds, Residences, Shopy 
&c, (see advertisement. back page, Jan. 9). 

Jan, 21.—Mesers. H, E, Fostsr & Caanristp, at the Mart, at2: Absolute Reversions, 
Perpetual Ren‘ Policies of Ass page, 


t-Oh urance, &c, (see adverti » back 
this week). argos, Ce, ( vertisements, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Jan. 8. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Liuitep in Cuanczry. 


Beneveitta Oowrractoss Liuirep (roRMERLY TRADING As Garrriras & Co.)—Orediters 

Oe OEE, 20 ee betaee Eee 3h, 0 cond hele sans and and the 
of their Frank G. Fedden, 1084, Cannon st. Worth. 
& Oo, Nicholas 1p, solors for the liquidator 


Brrwa Morons, Limitsp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send their 
names and addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or claims, to John R, 
Woodley, 89, 40, and 41, Wood st, liquidator 


Lark & Pycrarr, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 2, directed to be heard 
at the Town Hall, Great Yarmouth, on Feb 11, at 12. Wiltshire & Sons, 
Great Yarmouth, solors fcr petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Feb 10 


Mritpmay Moror anp Crore Srorzs, Liwrrep—Petn for winding up, page gen Jan4, 

directed to be heard on Jan 19. Baker & Co, Gresnam at, solors for the petners, 
Notice of Ls en must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon an 18 


Suerugrg,s Buse Improvements, Liutrep—Petn for winding up, prasented Dec & 

directed to be heardon Jan19, Uhatterton, Fi House, Blomfieid st, solor fur the 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock mm 
the afternoon of Jan 18. 


Sr, Margarets Bay Preservation anv Devetormenr Co, Limrrep—Petn for wii 

up, presented Jan 6, directed to be at the Guildhall, Canterbury, Feb 2, at 
11,30, Stevens & Co, Bedford row, solors for the petners. Notice of ap) ng must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afcernoon of Jan 1 


Vanevarp Motorzsus Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 6, directed 
to be heard Jan 26, Skipper & Co, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn, solors for the petners. 
Notice of eed must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Jan 
Wassaw Waeet Amataamatep Minzs, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or befora 
Feb 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Grosvenor George Walker, 19, 8t. Swithin’s ln, liquidator 
mn@ Stzam Fisurwe Co, Limirepv—Petn for winding up, presented Dec 3, 
a to be heard on Jan io, at 10. Gaulter, Fleet wooa, solor for petners. 
Notice of a must reach the above-named not later than 6o0’clock in the after- 
noon of Jan 18 ° 


London Gazette.—Tuxsvay, Jan. 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep rm Cmgawozry. 
B.E.A. Frere amp Inpvustarat Co, Limirsp—Oreditors are required, on or before 


ib 27, to send their names and and the culars of their debte or 
Raf John Alfred Stevens, 25, Sosa Petar, eulieser 


arep Sours Bawp Mines Dzzp, Limirep—Poetn for winding up, presented 
Oa etek tp be heard Jam 26, Linklater & Co, Bond ct, Walbroo! . solors for 
the . Notice of ap must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of Jan 


Loaten (i Votuntary Liqurparion)—Creditors are required, on or 
ae mm Feb 12, to a. their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to William Martello Gray, District Bank chmbrs, Bradford. Newton & 
Co, Bradford, solors tor the liquidator 


Co, Laurrzp (1m Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
eb es their ee addresses, Jam the pa'ticulars of their debts or 
claims, to Walter Wright, 21, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 


w) Munzs, Limirsp—OCreditors are requirei, on or before Feb 2, 
Becennss (Sse) a addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Grosvenor George Walker, 19, St Swithin’s In, liquidator 


Gatsaarra Geant, Lowrrep (1 Liqurpation).—C: 


tors ate required, on or before 
and the particulars of their debts or 





their names and 
= my G Tallam Botham, 185, Whitecross st Maddison & Oo, Old Jewry, solors 
to the liq 


= Liquipation).—Creditors are required, on or before 
sy xt —_ ome and ee and the particuiars of their debte or 
claims, to William Thomas, 14, Water st, Liverpool, liquidator 
THAN Tep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 26, to 
7 oe ~ i ana the partioulere of peir debts or claims, to B. H. 
Brook Eldridge, 83, Brazennose st, Manchester Leak & Pratt, Manchester, solora 
to the liquidator 
ure Oo, Limitsp (1m Liqurpation)—Oreditors are requi on or before 
ba hag to send their names and addresses, and the jculars of their debts or 
claims, to William Thomas, 14, Water st, Liverpool, liquidator 
Lumtrp—Oreditors are requ on or before Jan 20, to rend their 
Peggesen OS, er the sastiouines of debts or claims, to Guy Fermor 
Denys, 73, Kasinghall st, liquidator 


ITED Lagqutpation)—Creditors are required, on oF 
Paorire wen 3, = od aus mF ieee and the particulars of their debte 





tl and 
or claims, to William Thomas, 14, Water at, Liverpoo!, liquidator 


Jan. 16, 1969, 


Be 


eat Se Boeeot Bint RMBEIRERBG smey & be Be FRE 


an Mr bweheeteet)2 6 ieee 


_——_s ee | 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—Fuipay, Jan. 1. 


Hampstead Feb1 Rupe tO, Cone ‘couse, Westminster 
; Ax th K Feb # 6impaon & Co, Moorgate st 


‘ son, Hi 
1 Perry vale, F Retailer’ oe ee oe 
‘orest Hill 


Txouas, Warfield, Berks, Cart Builder Jan81_ Bowyer, Walbroo 
Bowran, Tuomas, Barnacre’ with Bonds, or Garstang, Lancs, Farmer ro. Waa 
Blackhurst, 


Preston 
Maat Emtty, Boroughbridge, Yorks Feb 6 Hirst & Sn, Se Boroughbridge 
Da, fans, Henniker rd, tratford New Town Feb15 Sharman, Great Eastern rd, 


Deasy, Mania Densy, St Peter’s sq, Hammersmith Jan 31 Beachcroft & Co, Theobald’s 
rd 


DvaDALz, og wong | Exuzx, 8t on Sea Jan31 Southern & Co, Burnley 
Dukinfi field, Chester Jan 30 Bskiey & Oo, Btaly Stalybridge 
‘Stalybridge Lancs Jan80 Buckley & Co 

Witiax, ‘Aston, Boatman Jan 30 Wood & 74 Birmingham 

] igs nots an Sle Hexton Vicarage, nr Hitchin Feb 20 “Tredgold & 

1 

Gray, Rev Epwasp, Led Hereford Jan 31 _Beachcroft & Co, Theobalds rd 

Hammon, Franz, B naan Feb 27 Woolley & Bevis, ton 

HagDoAstTLe, Paave, I easter gate Feb15 Wilson & Co, 2 

Hanver, Grorcina, Southsea Feb 22 Fooks & Co, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Hawes, Exizasets, Cheltenham Feb 15 Winterbotham & Co, 

Hirxiss, Atice Mavup, Aston, Warwick Jan 21 Baker & &. 

mos, Jaues, Chipping Campden, Glos, ee Jan 30 New, Chineine Campden 
Howaatu, James Epwarp. Black: Feb 1 

Howagp, Jos Bexxett, New ur Meer ag en Victualler Jan 80 Farrar 

& Co, Manchester 
Howreney, Ext, Wadhurst, Sussex Jan 29 Gower, Tunbridge 
Horcsines, Hannietre Saran, Colchester av, Manor Park 


Eastern rd, Stratford 
Las, Axx, Liversedge, Yorks Feb 1 Bri Padiham 
Padiham 


Coatzs, Sanan Ayn, Liversedge Feb1 
Laz, Ropert, Padiham, Lancs Jan 30 adiham 
1CKERSON, Exiza, Cromer Feb1 Greene Greene, Bury 8t Edmunds 
PARKER, Mantua, Sheepscombe, nr Stroud Feb2 Matthews, Rhayader 
Geser, Hoxsr, Chichli, nr Constantinople Feb 15 Vallance & Vallance, Essex st, 
Sraryitorx-SmiTH, Emma Barranp, Eastbourne Feb 5 o.., 4 Stapylton-Smith, Bexhill 
Srernens, EvizaseTH, Darwen Feb6 Halliwell & Halli , Darwen 
Tavion, Ax Manta, Kineton, Warwick Feb 7 Co, Birmingham 
Tayion, Many, Halifax Jan23 Dey, Halifax 
Tuomas, Witi14m, North Shields March 1 Whitehorn & Dodds, North Shields 
Twine, Joun Auprep, Brighton Jan3l1 Beachcroft & Co, Theobald’s rd 
Wats, Juuia, Hastings, Dealerin Game Feb13 Meadows & Co, Hastings 
Wess, Hewry, 8t Helens, Lancs Jan 31 Webster, 8t ~~ 
West, Tuomas, Fabian rd Fulham Jan31 Courtena: 


rd 
baa E.izaBeTH Sanaz, Stocksfield, we one Ste a Jan 10 Baty & Fisher 
exham 















Fo 15 Sharman, Great 

















London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 5. 


Axnay, Jonx, jeg we on In March 31 Spreat, Rg In 
Bexzcxt, Aurrep, Dorking Jan 31 Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 
ae, sm Henry Pav, Leadenhall st, Chartered Accountant Jan 30 Cooper & Co, 


Boxp, Epwin, Berkswell, Warwick Jan25 Foster & Co, 

Baownixa, RY Exzaxor, Windsor Feb6 Thicknesse & Hull, Victoria st 

Borize, Epwix, Combe Dingle, Stoke Bishop, Bristol,Comb Maker Feb16 Dickinson 
& Co, Weston super Mare 

Cunstiax, Tomas James, Elmsleigh Park, Paignton, Devon Jan 31 Stanley & Co, 


Cianxe, Jou, Spalding, Li One, Stig 
, Essex st, 


m Agent Jan 30 


Covisator, Bev Putectars'' Wnean Bedions sq Febl 
Cox, Joux Juxes, Putson, Hereford Jan 23 Allen & Carver, Hereford 
Halifax 


Faunan, Repecoa, Halifax Feb6 Rhodes & Evans, 

Gaapyer, Jutta Evien, Gloucester Jan 23 Jones, Gloucester 
Goer, Davip Oxtver, Walsall, Spring Hook Maker Feb1 Evans, W: 
aes ws James, Broughton Village, ur Preston, Grocer Feb 6 i Vilson & Co, 


Horton, Bessamin, Stannington, Sheffield, | A 1 Smith & Co, Sheffield 
Jurvery, Faxny, Windsor rd, Palmer's Green Feb King & Co, Cannon at 
Joxzs, Gronce Frepericx, Birmingham, Printer Feo 1 Wright & Mareball, Birming- 


Kewr, 2 mamengor Luict Suaxeatey, Pompea Magno, Rome Feb 1 Jacksons & Co, 
Kinzsy, oy Downs, Scarborough Jan 31 Hart, Scarborough 
Lanavorx, ¢ — May, Chemenen Lake, British Columbia March 16 Rye & Eyre, 
Laaratey, 5 a Pudsey, Yorks Jan 30 Heathcote & Webb, Manchester 

Graham & Co, Sunderland 


Lippi, Tuomas, Sunderland Jan 31 
a, Nevittz Syze, ae on te Ironmonger Feb 16 Parker & Co, 8t 
iano Tuner Feb13 Ricketts & Co, Bath 


’s Rectory, 

Lyppox, Wini1aM Onanurs, Gateshead, P: 

pwamasn Re eivenaz, Plow et st Feb 4 Malkin & Co, Martin's in 
Tox, Emma, Lincs Allisons & Allisons, Lincs 

Mitwan, Janzs, Hove 4 Feb 28 Milner, Hove, Sussex Laut 


Nawoows, Brrnarp, Palmerston, New Zealand, Farmer Feb1 Soames & Co, Norfolk st, 


Reip, Roszat Nicot, Camdenrd Feb3 Harris Coleman 
Simpson, Isapetia, Gateshead March 2 Jacks, Sou : Souk Shields 

Siurs.x, Joux, Crossgates, nr Leeds, Mustard Manufacturer Jan 30 Mawson, Durham 
Suira, Grorar Baxter, Brompton rd Jan 31 Atten Piccadill 

Tarves, WittiaM Kwionr, od ree Fet 8 Hills & f mertag sty Ba 


D, Tuomas, Macclesfi Ki 
‘ARDLR, Turrnsa, Leicester Fet'2 Siaremon & Son, 


WELLAND, Groror, Haslemere, Surrey, Grocer 
Woop, Epwaxp, Junior Carlton Club Jan 81 Pave Por Bn Pwo inn 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan, 8. 


Axxrn, Moses, Tottenham Feb 10 mete Fen werd Epitemen, O83 chmbrs 
Aur Obl Wittiaw Joux, CB, Queen Victoria Feb 19. Badham & Co, Balter | 8¥oD4 
amma arbre, Benton 


WELL, Taoxas, Soarboroug' Rei 6b W partage, Bearbor 
——- Epwanrp, Belly Mae or Birminghose Abe 





ershed, 


Corem, bs West Tarring, Worthing, Market Gardener Feb 14 Verrall & Bon, 
CugistTiax Guones Haxay, Mount Pleasant In, Clapton Feb 10 Gramshaw & Son, 
Tuomas Joszrn, Tycroes, A Feb 20 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 
Cuarieswonrs, Lucy Axx Ae, Bhetterd Wee a Olen & Sous, sheffield 
ae in ee March 1 Tatham & Co, 
Dawes, Hitpa, Wimbledon Marchi Gibbs & Co, Eastcheap 

Victualler 


Steere gg eeen Blackfriars ioe eb r: an & ne ¥ + my st 
> tor Feb 
DIxGTox, ExizapetH, Thornbury, = pay oo tt 


a ae Hewzy, 
ary, 

Epwarps, Caro.ine, ome Feb 2 Cayton & Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Gar.anp, Mancanrer, Brid Yorks Thompson & Co, Bentham 

Goss, Axx, Devonport Feb9 Gard & Co. et 

Guirriras, Hawwas, Pontardawe, Liang Lianguicke Feb 14 Jones, Swansea 

Hars, Aypszw Mount, Bellasis av, Streatham, Engineer Feb 8 Durham & Co, King- 


ston on 

Hampsox, Jacos Tuomas, Halesworth rd, St John’s pg Mason, Blackheath 

Hawntns, Mary Francis, Oxford Feb1 Morrell & xford 

Hocxusy, Exizasera Jane, 7} , Eesex py Wate & Co, Dunmow, Essex 
ooson, Prisciiia, Halifax ’ Barstow & Midgley, Halifax 

o_o Oe ee Feb 20 Pointon & Evershed, 

Lams, Emma, 


Holborn cir 
Laxyenines, Steraex, Peneburet urst, Kent, Farmer bridge Wells 
Tow k Fasry, ~My Ld Miob'00 Fux & East India 
YELL, ELIZABETS, av 
Maseee, Be, Wits, MA, Rawdon, nr Leeds Feb 12 Field & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Mippierox, Wiiu1aM, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Cardmaker Feb 5 Iveson & Macaulay, 
Heckmond wike 


Soonemap. Gustave Humpseys, Bradford, S 
Morar rad Feb8 Nye & Co, 
as Wisi Te South Hampstead 
EEVOR, GEORGE THOMASON 
PENHALE, a, : ple, Vet et Feb 6 Seater Son, Broad 
Rosrnsow, Somme, Sat on 4 Ne pany Staffs, Builder Jan 22 Aries Burton on 





Rosrnsox, Wiii14M Josers, Aigburth, 
Quixsy, Henny Crary, Del Del beste cai 
Sansom, Exvizasetu, Pon! 


Epwix, Ashton under rLpae "Jan jan 30 
ABLES, , Preston, nr Weymouth, F 


Scurr, , Dorset 
Ssn10) Bere Warratt, Herne Bay, Kent, } =e Feb9 Lumley & Lumley, Con- 
Snort, Ayne ALLEN, ., ae Sussex Jan 30 Godfree & Godfree, B righton 

sans Wiuiam, Sherwood Rise, Nottingham, Brassfounder Jan 31 Wells & Hind, 


Sowry, Atrarp, Leeds March1 Wooler & Co, Leeds 

SprenTa.y, Samus, Great Ayton, Yorks Feb 15 Spry & Dyadion, 1ERednengh 

Sramrorp, James, Royston, Herts, Jobmaster Jan29 Wortham & Co, Royston 

Sraxuer, Hon Eowanp Joux, Mansfield st, Portland pl Feb 19 Lawrence & Co, New 
sq, "8 5 

Srzewast, Hucu Rossrt Newsurcn, Roehampton Feb 22 ler, Clement’s inn 

Sroxs, Haxwan, Dowdeswell Hill, Andoversford, Glos 1 Ticehursts & Co, 


Srownouss, Isaseiia, Clacton on Sea Feb8 Brown, Finsbury 

| domed Joszrs, Batley, Yorks, ae yt Loom Tuner Jan 2 Barber & Jessop, Brighouse 
Baws Aux Joux, 5 yg ey 6 Toulmin & Co, Liverpool 

Seon axe, Blackburn Jan 31 ao KG & 

Wanp, Heyy, Ware, Herts, 6 Sandilands & Co, Fenchurch av 

Warner, Epwarp. Feb 6 a Bh -- & Birmingham 

Warmovucs, Axx, Li Jan 23 McCay, Stoney Liverpool 

Wautrieip, Joux Rosert, Newcastle upon Feb 8 inn, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Wixsox, Isanetta, Templetown, nr Consett Jan2i Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle 


upon Tyne 
Woorpawas, Exizasers, Lye, Worcester, Pawnbroker Jan 16 Mobberley, Lye 
res arnceesth promes Jan. 12. 


Duffy, Basinghall st 
Bopex, Hewry, DL, JP, _ JB. Derby b 10 B 30 "Boden no ote 
Bo.ton, Wiui1am, Anfield, Liverpool Feb D eRiey 
Gowns, Maser. Workington, Cumberland. Bank eae ay 30 & Co, 


Brocxuores, Cataeemne Mary Fritzuersest, Clifton Hill, nr Garstang, Lancs Feb 
8 Cockshutt & Dun! Pp 

Buss, Epwarp, Alveston, Glos Feb 20 Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Capmas, Marcaret, Pemberton, Wigan March 7 Hart Dyke, Duchy of Lancaster 


Crace, Joux J. Elland, Yorks, Manufacturer March 13 Foster, Halifax 
Epwasps, Epwis, , Wholesale Confectioner March 25 Williaa, Leicester 


Fang, ee = Aveusrus, Wormsley, Oxford Feb 20 Lawrence & Co, New aij, 


G Cnn, Bing eB Peter, Norte Lg & Kaowles, Bi 
p wien Dg We we Feb 10 Wort Lose, Norfolk 
Goppgx, Vivian Barn Feb 13 DiS Ballard. nga 
Hiap, Tuomas ‘ALvasp, Coventry, Feb6 Woodcock & ae a 
Houitanp, Wintiam hay = te Feb 10 Ward & Co, ee~ 
Lawe, Beane, Raver Feb 15 ere S take, aoe os 
Hewny, Woodstock, Oxford, Grocer aay ee 
Lovrniver, Hawnan, aan Wash Feb 15 x ~ 
MoWutxxis, i denn, 30 Branksome, Bournemouth, Marchi Tyler, Clement's inn 
Maxnine, AMELI rye ey Feb 23 Paris & Co, Southemptcn 
Patuen, Parry, Gt Albans Feb1 Hodding & Co, 8 Albans, H 
a Rowtayp, St Faith’s rd, West Norwood “Feb 11 Mote & Son, 


Pouutr, + Wruttax, Altrincham, Chester Feb 18 Brett & Co, Manchester 
Poataa, Jouz, , Eaglesfield, Cumberland, Joiner Feb 2 Paisley & Co, Workington, 


me pea, Qe yh, Carer ae March 2 Bennett & Co, 
Ravecene, Ge Jour Rewesa, MD, Greevence ct Feb 20 Beamish & Co, Lincoln's inn 


Rrocey, Caartiaxa Jaw Feb9 Rackham, N 
Ripraxp, Joux, Little hits Haltee, nr Boltoe, ‘Mining’ Bngineer March 30" Hulton & vo 


Rossixs, Taomas, Durban Febs Se 


Sepa a eo 


nyine & Os, Birmingham 
T. Mary Jaw Manchester Fed 20 oe 
Tuomas, Davin Pevratts Market Leicester Feb 10 a leyh, -- + Leaces.er 
— RED Feb 11 Hill & Shea, BS Rad 


Youneyw Lune, Mass ocean, Cardigan, Boskualie Be "Ox H Tan Wee 


Bagtiz, Jonn Eva, Lancaster 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS, 


Ater, ton, Takeley, Essex, Farmer Chelmsford Pet 
Ord Jan4 

Ate, James, Tenbury, Worcester, Coach Builder 

Kidderminster Pet Janz Ord Jan 2 

Auperssoy, Joxs Emm. Littlehampton, Greengrocer 
Brighton PetJan5 Ord Jan5 

Barser, WItiiam, Paniaden, Suffolk, Fishmonger 
Ipewich Pet Jan 4 Pet 

Rory, Mat, Bedford Park Brentford Pet Nov 20 


Beaver, Eowr Wir114m, Castle Hill, Hereford Hereford 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 
Bromax, Myer, Cheetham, Manchester, Cabinet Maker 
Manchester’ Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 6 
West Didsbury, Lanes, 
st Pet Dec18 Ord 
Jan 6 


Burer, Hexsert, Cwmcarn, Mon, Fortes Hawker New- 
port, Mon Pet gan 5 Ord Jan 

Cagpinatt, Doreaxt Epwarp, Gout, Merchant High 
Court Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 5 





Bucetey, Harotp Roserrs. 
Mothing Manufacturer Mi 


Cuarpett. Georor, Scarborough, Wool Merchant Bradford | 
Pet Dec 21 


Ord Jan 5 


Onammas, Viscent & Co, Noble st, Aldersgate Merchants | 


High Court Pet Dec 3 Ord Jan 5 

Cotes, Jonxw Herwry, Gowerton, Glam, 
Swansea Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan 5 

Caownurst, Owen Jour, ate Somerset, Saddler 
Bridgwater Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Dexres, Wiiu1am, Heanor, Derby, Saddler Derby Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Dopsax, Aucustus, Great Grimsby, Maker of Artificial 
Teeth Great Grimsby Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan5 

Doraax, Gronce Witty, a Leicester, Farmer 
Leicester Pet Jani Ord Jan5 

Emuursox, James Axprew, Redcar, Yorks, Hairdresser 
Middlesbrough Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Esroover, ArTuur Joux, Harleston, Norfolk, Engineer 
Ipswich Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 

Evaws, James, Criccieth, Carnarvon, Painter Portmadoc 
Pet'Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Guiapwises, Grorcze Harry, Cheltenham, Gun Maker 

tepbam Pet Dec16 Ord Jan 1 


Mave? ty Builder Wandsworth Pet Jan 6 
6 
Haraisox, Jonx Wiii1am, Hunslet, Leeds, Bricklayer 
Leeds Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 
Myddelton st, Yee 


Hicxs, Sipszy Sprncen, 
Jeweller om ae oo an . 
Hovussert, Corser, orthing, ce Brighton 

Pet Dec8 Ord Jan4 
Humragsy, Artave Roseet, Wrexham, Denbigh, Com- 
mercial Traveller Wrexham’ Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan5 
Inovsipz, Hetzxa Many, Entield Edmonton Pet Jan 5 
In ine Darl 
wis, Jaues, ington, 
Tees Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 


Laueert, Epwaep Herry, comm, furrey, Grocer | 
Guildford Pet Dec 92 Ord J; 

Latrmorz, Grorcz, Md goed 7H Torquay, Grocer 
Exeter’ Pet Jané O 6 Pet 

Law. Jous, South Shore, Blackpool, Tailor Preston 
Dee16 Ord Jan 5 


Loe, Wits, en, Manufacturer of Mail 
Carta verhampton Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Mrites, Eewest, Walsoken, Norfolk King’s Lynn Pet 
Jan6 Ord Jané6 

Nesrszy, Mavetce Epwasrp, Rotherham, Yorks Sheffield | 
PetJan6 Ord Jané6 

Pasxes, Aiseet Dextitn, Hebden pa Yorks, Contrac- 
tor Burnley Pet Jané Ord J: 

2 a. West, Kensingion High 


Povax, —— FitzGeor 
Court Pet Novi1 O 

Puen, | tense Bankdoledig, inndilo, Hostler Carmarthen 
Pet Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 

Raav, Many, Bishopstone, Wilts Salicbury Pet Jan 2 
Ord Jan 2 


= 1 Runcorn, Chester Warrington Pet Jan5 


Greengrocer | 





Durham, Fruiterer Stockton on | 








war es Great Lever, Bolton Bolton Pet Dec 4 
ae Uetis, Leeds, Master Tailor Leeds Pet 


2 Ord Jan 
mame yh yy ar Bridge, Beste, Sussex, Farmer 
Hastings Pet Dec2i Ord Jan 5 


Suanps, Wirtwzam Hossarp, Bardney, ya Seed Mer- 
chant Lineoln Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 

Simwetrt, Grorcz Atrrep, Great Yarmouth, Furniture 
Dealer Great Yarmouth Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

Sreixcrettow, Jounx, Shepton Beauchamp, Somerset, 
Grocer Yeovil Pat Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Unperstty, Wittram Aywestey, Norton Barracks, Wor- 
cester, Lieutenant Worcester’ Pet Dec17 Ord Jan 5 

Vitirers, Henry Freperice, Honeywell rd, nan yg 
Common, Writer at Law Wandsworth Pet 
Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Waa, Cuanies, Leeds Scarborough Pet Jan4 Ord 


4 

Westwoop, Jon Txompsox, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Wuirs, Hasar, Now Tredegar, Mon, Collier Tredegar Pet 
Jan 4 Ord Jan 4 





| Riosateees, Frep, Surfleet 


—- Anruur, Leeds, Tailor Leeds PetJan4 Ord 
an 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


At.isoy, James Bowman, Burrowbridge, Somerset, School- 
master Jan 19 at 12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, 
Catherine st, Silisbury 

Barser, Wittiam. Framlingham, Suffolk, Fishmonger 
Jan 16 at 10 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Brook, Atsert Frwesrt, Sandown, I of W, Grocer Jan 
16 at 1.30 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, lof W 

Burry. Goy H., Herne Bay, Kent Jan 16ati11 Off Rec, 
68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Carprwatn, Dousrawr Epwarp, Brighton, Merchant Jan 18 
at 11, Rankruptey bid gs. Carey st 

Cotemaw Vixcent & Co, Noble tt, Aldersgate, Merchants 
Jan 18 at 12 Rankruptev bldgs, Carev st 

Dorman, Georee aden Narborough, Leicester, Farmer 
Jan 18at12 Off Rec, 1, Serridge st, Leicester 

Estoourt, ARTHUR tn hg ” Harleston, "Norfolk, Engineer 
Jan 19 at 1239 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Tpswich 

Goutp, ArTHur FReprrick, Ventnor, I of W, Stationer 
a 16 at 1.15 Off Rec, 33a, Holyrood st, Newport, 

0 

Harerox, Jonw Writram, Hunslet, Leeds, Bricklayer 
Jan 20 at 11.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Hicks, Sipwey R&penocer, Mvddelton st, Clerkenwell, 
Jeweller Jan 19 at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Hity, Wavrer, Tamworth, Staffs. Innkeeper Jan 19 at 11.30 
191, Corporation st. Birming 

Hott, Wriitam, Shotton Colliery, Durham, Draper Jan 
19at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Lampert, Epwarp Henry, Knaphil], Surrev, Grocer Jan 
18 at 12 132, York rd, Westminster Bridee 

Lattimore, Grorar, Upton Hill. Torquay. Grocer Jan 21 
at 10.30 Off Ree, 6, Bedford cir, Exeter 

Payne, Atraep, Wendover, Bucks, Coal Merchant Jan 16 
at12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Poiaxk, Macrice, FitzGeorge av, West Kensington Jan 18 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Reap, Mary, Bishopstone, Wilts Jan 19at12 Off Rec, 
City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

ines, ter Jan 18 at 

11.30 White Hart Hotel, anes, Corpen 

Roox, Fraycis Warter, Rowlands Castle. Hants, Tron- 
monger Jan 18at3 Off Réc; Cambridge junc, High 
st, Porteamouth 

Rusexstein, Maexs, Leeds, Master Tailor Jan 16 at 11 
Off Ree. 24,Bond st, Leeds 

Sauxpers, Cuaeies Frsrourn, Canterbury, Boot Dealer 
Jan 16 at 10.30 Off Ree, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Vitiiers, Hewry Frepericn James, Honeywell rd, Wands- 


worth Common, Writer at Law Jan 18.at 11.30 
182, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Watress, Wiruram, Sketty, Gunune, C nter Jan 16 
= 10.45 Off Rec, Government bldgs, Frog st, Swan- 


Waveers, Avis Wattice, Plymouth, Dairyman Jan 18 
at12 7, Buckland terr, Plymouth 

Va Jos Tuomupsoy, Leeds, Confectioner Jan 20 at 
, 24, 


Wi H » sengrig w Bf 
oTReo, 199, exey, Wi a 19 at 
olverhampton st, Dudle: uae ot 
ADJUDICATIONS. 3 


Apams, Jouw Witt1am, Bournemouth, Builder kn 
Pet Deo 18 ona un ¢ 
Coats Builder ig, 


righton of 
Banver, Wituiam, Fremlinghain, Suffolk, ishmoge 
Ipswich Pet Jan4 Ord J 
Boppiyetor, Sypyrey, and i, Batowyy Lig 
n, Jewellers Bolton Pet Nov23 Ord Jang 
Bunor, Hersert, Cwmcarn, Travelling Hawker Newpat, 
Co ety eee ae Greengrocer Swan. 
LES, Joun Henry, Gowerton 
sea PetJan5 Ord Jan 5 
Cox, THomas, Tudor st, Whitefriars, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Nov 27 Ord Jan 
Caixg. -Toomas Josern, Romford rd, Stratford, Drape 
a 
ROWHURST, OWEN Jonx, Highbrii age, m 
Rridgwater Pet Jan4 Ord J 
Dengen: Seseee, Cannon st High ‘Court Pet Dee i 


Dexter, WILi14M, puee. Derby, Saddler Derby: Pa 
Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Dopmay, Avaustus, Great Grimsby, Maker of Artificial 
Teeth Great Grimsby Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Emerson, James Anprew, Redcar, — Hairdresser 
Middlesbrough Pet Jan5 Ord Jan5 

Estcourt, Artuur Jour, yee Norfolk, Engines 
Ipswich Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 4 

Evans, James, Criccieth, Carnarvonshire, Painter Port. 
madoc PetJan5 Ord Jan 5 

Garvicx, Franx ScuMFaBL, Sy rae Tailor Chelten. 
ham Pet Dec8 Ord Jan 4 

Gissons, Jacos WiiuraM, Studland, oe Lodging House 
Proprietor Poole Pet Dec 30 Ord 

Hamivtor, Paes Massixesirp, Mes he, Hall, ur Chester 
Chester Pet Dec5 Ord Jan6 

Hayy, Percy, Culmore “ Balham, Builder Wandsworth 
Pet Jan6 Ord Jan6 

Hareisox, Jonw Wit a. aie Leeds, Bricklayer 
Leeds Pet 


Jan5 Ord 
Hovuwsett, CuTrapert, Dairyman Brighton 
Pet Dec 


8 Ord Jan6 

Hompurey. Arruur Rosert, Wrexham, Denbigh, 
mercial Traveller Wrexham Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 5 

Inonsipr, Hevena Mary, Enfield Edmonton Pet Jan§ 
Ord Jan 5 

Iawrx, Jamuxs, Darlington, Fruiterer Stockton on Tees 
Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 

Latrimore. Georas. Upton Hill, Torquay, Grocer Exeter 
Pet Jané6 Ord Jané6 

Liye, WiiitaM, } a gg ton, Manufacturer of Mail 
Carts W Pet J Jan5 Ord Jan5 

McCarty, Herpert prea Clapham, Theatrical 
Manager Wandsworth Pet Oct 29 Ord Jan 5 

Masters, Hawry, and Atraep Groncs Masters, 

High Court Pet Jan 


Worthing, 


Ord Jan 5 ‘ 
Mirsvrex, Wit11am, Castle Hill, Hayton, nr Carlisle, 
Farmer Carlisle Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan4 


Mituier, Eayest, Walerhen, Norfolk King’s Lynn Pet 

Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 

Nearszy, Maurice Epwarp, Rotherham, Yorks Sheffield 

Pet Jan6 Ord Jan6 

Panxer, Atsert Dentitn, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Con- 

tractor Burnley Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 

Puou, Hewny, roe saoen, Liandilo, Hostler Carmarthen 

Pet Jan4 Ord J 

mi, > Mary, a LR Wilts Salisbury Pet Jan 2 
an 2 


Riuer, Tuomas, Runcorn, Chester Warrington Pet Jan5 
an 5 
Rupensteix, Marks, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan2 Ord Jan? 


Smuwetrr. Grorce Aureep, Great Yarmouth, Furnitare 
Dealer Great Yarmouth Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 
STEvENs, — Horace rd, Forest Gate, Tailor High 
Court Pet Dec8 Ord Jan 5 

sanmeneen Jouw, Shepton B b 8 et, 
Grocer Yeovil Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 








at, Leeda 
Winter, ARTHUR. Leeds, Tailor Jan 18 at 11.20 Off Ree, 
24, Bond st, Leeds 


Txompson, Isaac, Brierly Hill, Staffs, Butcher Rochester 
Pet Dec2 Ord Jan 5 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOoOOoORGaT™m 


FUND, LIMITED. 


ESTAGLISHED IN 891. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





|X 


supervision of the Corporation. 


to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the direction and 


aopean® VIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS, 





Suitable J anpagmemend Clauses for prea ja Leases or 


on applicet. 


daa of Liceased Pronerty, Settled by Couasel, will be sent 





Jan. 16, 19cgt 
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‘Jan. 16, 1909. 
= ; zens. Harney E M rd, Wandsworth bury HF Buare, W; jan, Houchton le Skerne, 
Fasvence, Honevwe ‘ands’ Martix, Arncrpatp be me Alderman rR, TLLIAM, 
Common, Writer at Law Courta Wandsworth Pet | | Court Pet Nov 11 Ord Jan7 Ores! Jan 2 Mat 1130 Of Ree, Court. chmbes, 
jan lomrm, AuPHonss, Leeds, Pastry Cook Leeds ‘an 
was, Casa, i peace gost 0g M — Perry lore, East India Soka, > Clothier any oa ee ee ee en 
OBES, close, Frog 
quecoe. Jou ppeesers, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds High Court Pet Dec12 Ord Ji ogepn Hewny, Rrockley, Chemist Jan 20 at 12 
Pet JanS Ord Jan Porter, Davip Braye, Goldemith ¢ rd, 192, Fert Westminster 
Marre, Hees, New Tredegar, Mon, Collier Tredegar Pet Provision Dealer High Court Pet Ja ras. “Ord Jan's nURrst, Owen Jowx, Highbridge, Somerset, Saddler 
Ord’ Jan 4 Tan 9 at 11.90 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Jané Pet J. Ora | Paice. Fraxx, Janten av, Richmond Wandsworth Pet | > Ma 
Wore, | Artuoe, Leeds, Tailor Leeds an 4 Dec 3 Ord Jan 8 ay ag tp, East Halton, Manager a Corn 
Jan se See $0 sb 1100: Off Rec, 8t Mary's chmbrs, 
Rapze, Warsow, Stockton on Tees, Durham, Painter Great Grimsby 
Stockton on ‘Tees Pet Jan? Ord Jan 7 Dopvax, Aveustts, t Grimsby, Maker of Artificial 


ON ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
- sovebicart9 ORDER RESCINDED 


, Jamas, Belvoir rd. Fart Dulwich High Court 
Mae Ord J ‘une 10, 1908 Adjud June 10,1908 Resc and 
Annul Jan 4, 1909 
London Gazette,—Tutspay, Jan 12 
RECEIVING ORDER. 
Apams, Ropent Tausstow, Haughley, i Miller Bury 
St Edmunds Pet Jan 9 ., Jan 
Apass, WitulaM, Gaffes House Proprietor 
h Court Pet Jan9 Ord Jen 9 
Barney, Wituam Grorcr, Masborough, Rotherham, 
Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 
Campton, Cuantes Eawest, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
Dec 18 Ord Jan 
Conus, Tonurn Hever, Brockley, Chemist Greenwich 
Jan7 
on Jon Wituram, Stee, Lincolr, Labourer 
Lincoln Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 
Louis Oswatp, East Halton, Manager to a Corn 
Det calor Great Grimsby Pet Tan8 Ord Jan 6 
Exock, Joserx, Exning, Suffolk Cambridge Pet Jan7 
Jan 
ok ae Jauzs Apam. Whitehaven, Cumberland, 
Grocer Whitehaven P-t Jan8 Ord Jan8 
Fem, Henny Cuarces, Folham rd, Artist High Court 
Dec 18 Ord Jan 8 
neuit ean, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan7 Ord J: 
Gaasesy, Witii1am Jouy, Silcoates, nr Wakefield, vende 
Wakefleld Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 
Hearn, Witt1aM Jonx, Bride In, Fleet st, Engineer High 
Court Pet Nové Ord Jan i 
Hu, Frevrrice, *topehouse, Glos, Bootmaker Gloucester 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 
Howowett, Hewey Caristoraer, a 5 Horse 
Dealer Ni pton Pet Jan6é Ord Jan6 
Hovtror, " Wriatax Craven, Kingston upon Hul!, Haber- 
dasher pon Hull Pet Jan8& Ord Jan 8 
Hvueurs, Owen, Holyhead, Caretaker Bangor Pet Jan 9 
Ord Jan 9 


Iuuxcowortn, Asa, Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet Jan 8 
Ord Jan 8 

Maaswatt, a Birmingham, Insurance Agent Bir- | 

Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 


mirgham 








Reyyo.ips, Jonw Epwix, Walsall, Florist Walsall Pet 
Ord Jan 5 


Jan5 

Rosson, Witsor, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Dyer 
Dewsbury Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

Sappixetox, Los, Measham. mr Ashby de la Zouch, 
Leicester Burton on Trent Pet Nov7 Ord Jan7 

Sistey, Wivtram. and Grorce Waiter Sistry. Peter 
ee Builders. Peterborough Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 

a -) Josers, Huddersfield, Publican Huddersfield 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 


Sprencer, Stewart, Hastings, Upholsterer Hastings Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jang 


Srzpxens, Arcrisatp Gites, Weston sub Bien Glos, 
Ca Cheltenrhem Pet Jané Ord J; 

Srzverson, Water, Derby, Under Shunter Deby Pet 
Jan 8 ‘Ord Jan 8 

Tztier, Witisam, jun, Stockport Commercial Clerk 
Stockport Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 6 


Tompson, Atrexanper Jterrrey, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Plumber Neweastle upon Tyne Pet Jan2 Ord Jan 7 
vas ont pon West Croydon, Tailor Croydon Pet Jen 


Wu, F W, pet A, Chelsea, Butcher High Court 
Pet’ Dec 22’ Ord J 

Witsox, Epwarp, Crook, Durham, Grocer’s Assistant 
Durham Pet Jan7 Ord Yan 7 

Yaxuey, Ropert Verner Kerrison, Great Yarmouth 
Carter Great Yarmouth Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 


Amended Notice substituted for that panel t in the 
London Gazette of Jan8 


Cotrs, Henry Jon, te ae Glam, Ciikdbens Swansea 
Pet Jan 5 Ord Jan 6 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apame, WI. Brewer st, Coffee House Proprietor 
Jan 22 at 11 nkruptey bldes, Carey st 
ALLEN. ee per Takeley, Essex, Farmer Jan 22at3 14, 


row 

Attey, Jeremian, Tenbury, Worcester, Coach Builder 
Jan 21 at 2.15 Lion Hotel. Kidderminster 

Axprrsson, Jons Emit, Littlehampton, Greengrocer Jan 
28 at 10.30 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 








Tosh | Jen 90 af 11 11 Off Rec. Bt Mary's chmbre, Great 
Fene, Hewry Cuances, Fulham rd, Artist Jan 22 at 12 
Ban bides, at 


Forrr, Huseet, Mountain Ash, Glam Jan 20 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Post Office chambers, > a 

Garpyer, Epwarp, Icklesham Mill, Icklesham, Suesex, 
Miller, Jan Watli County Gourt Offices, 24, Cam- 
bridge rd, Hastrnas 

Gissor, Joux, Leeds, Jan 21 at 11.30 Off Ree MM, 
Bond st, Leeds 


Graunam, James Roserr Doveras, Graysinn rd, Jan 2oat 
12 14, Bedford row 

Grasspy, Wititam Jou. Si'coates. nr Wakefeld. Farmer 
Jan 21 at 11.30 Off Rec 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Haxwx, Percy, Culmore rf, Balham Builder Jan 21 at 
11,80 132 York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Hortrowett, Hewey Caristorner, Northampton, Horse 
— Jan 2atati2 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northamp- 
on 

Howrv. Roserr Cowpgr, Sheffield, Printer 
Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Hovuwsett, Curnsert, Worthive, = asa Jan 21 atf12 
Off Rec, Pavilion bidgs, B 

ae Asa. Halifax ae Jan 21 at 10.45 

st. Halifax 

Incumee. Hirrewa Mary, Enfield, Widow Jan 20 at 3 
14, Bedford row 

Martin, Ancursatp Bexsauty, Aldermanbury Jan 29 at 
2 Ban’ bldgs, 


1 kruptey et 
ane. ey tea, Padtepesek Jan Qiatil Of 


Leeds 

Moers, L. Perry close, East ag Dock rd, a Clothier 
Jan 20at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Parks, Auseet, Dover, Grocer Jan 2at11 Off Rec, 68a, 
Castle st, Canterb 


jury 
— Davin RBrare, Goldsmith Hackney rd 
rovision Dealer Jan 21 at 12 Rautoegiey bldgs, — 


Jan 21 at 12 


*Burton on Trent 
11.39 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 
Price, Fraxx, Joseyyn avenue, Richmond Jan 21 at 12 
132, York rd, W estminster B idge 














rd Jan 2 
‘urnitare 
1 6 

or High 
omerset, 
Lochester 


EE 
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This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 
is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst it 





enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application. 


~The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, 
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Pues, Henny, Bankddoledig, 
Jan @at12.15 Off Rec, 4, ans a 

ILEY, Buncorp, ae. - 20 at 2.30 Off —_, Wituraw, and Fh mei ater Srsuey, 

™ ke ap et = an borough, Bui! Builders Peterborough PetJan8 Ord Jan 8 

Roscoz, Sraxiey, Great Lever, Bolton Jan 20 at 3 19, | Srzicut. Josepn, pees, Publican Huddersfield 

Exchange st, Bolton Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan8 

Guasr, Guosos, Arnold Bridge, Brode, Sussex, Farmer | STH. or Oheltouham Bet Jon 6 Ord Jane 

er S) m 

Jan 20 at 11.30 os 4, = Georvecsen, Wise. Derby, Under Shunter Derby Pet 
ans 

Tetter, Wiiutam, Junr, Sotont, Commercial Clerk 


Suarrz, Witt Huvssagp, 
Merchan Kkport PetJan6 Ord Jan 


Bardney, Lincs, Seed 
t Jan 28 at 11.30 Off Reo, 31, Silver st, 





Linoola , Ww » Tail Cc 

Sraiwerettow, Joux, Shepton a p, 8 et, baie, > —s Pond dene a Surrey woiternan 
Grocer Jan2latil Off Rec, Oity chibes, Catherine | Witsow. Epwarp, Oreok. Durham, Grocer’s Assistant 
st, Salisbury Durham PetJan7 Ord Jan7 


Tuompsox, ALEXANDER Jerrrey, Newcastle on 


Yaxtey, Rosert Verwer Kerarsoy, Great Yarmouth 
Piumber Jan 20 at1l Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Carte’ 


r Great Yarmouth Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 


on Tyne Youre, Gores Hunter, Barrow in Furness Quarry 
Watxer, Cuartes, Leeds Jan 20at4 Off Rec, 48, West- Proprietor Barrow in Furness Pet Decl! Ord Jan 8 
borough, Scarborough Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 


ug 
Wes, ALFRED, West 2 Ceepden, Tailor Jan 22 at 11.30 London Gazette of Jan 8 
132, York rd, Westminster bridge 


W212, F W, a rd, Chelsea, Cputcher High Court | Couzs, Hewey Jonx, Sten, Glam, andes Swan- 
Jen 20 at 12 yg oR bidgs, Carey st sea Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 
prc lcd aall ANNULLED. 


Breyxou.iey, Henry Starrorp, Normanton, nr Derby Derby 
Pet Mar 26,1902 Ord Jan 6, 1909 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Apams, Rosert Tuvrstrox, Haughley, Suffolk, Miller 
Bary St Edmunds ok Jan9 Ord Jan9 : 
Apams, Wiit1am, Brewer st, Coffee House Proprietor 

High Court Pi 








Pet Jan ry Ord Jan 9 Re THOMAS MACKRELL, Esq., Decrasen. 


Bamey, Witt Grorcs, Masborough, Rotherham. W ILL any Solicitor or other person havin 
Yorks, Grocer Sheffield Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 knowledge of a Wil! of the late Thomas Mackrell, 
Bzomas, Myer, Cheetham, Manchester, Cabinet Maker | of Sturminster Marshall and Spettisbury, Dorset, Eeu., 
Manchester Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan7 kin*ly communicate with us? — Cuartzs Warner & 
Buresss, Eangst, — Licens2d Victualler Barnet | Kresy. Solicitora. Winchester, 4th January, 1909. 
Yet Dec 5 Ord Jan 


Buresss, eennn, ete, Licensed Victualler Barnet AW.—Clerk (25) requires position as Book- 
Pet DecS Ord Jan7 keeper (Kain. Brown’s svatem) or Assistant 
Coxtiss, Jossra Henry, Brockley rd, Brockley, Chemist | Oashier; accustomed to estate rental collection and with 
Greenwich Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan7 gene-al ’ knowledge; willing to make himself useful; 
Coorgr, Jonx Wi..taM, Gainsborough, Labourer Lincoln | excellent references. — W. Hunt, 193, Manor- place, 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan9 Walworth, 8.8. 
Custey, Hewry Haprietp, an. Matlock Bath, 
Artist Derby Pet Dec9 Ord Jan8 








AW PARTNERSHIP’ Required by 
Conia, Lient BC. West Lydford, Somerset Wells Pet | | J solicitor (29), Public School and University man, 
with £3,000—£5,000 in a well-established Conveyancing 
Dastet, Rowatp Axeus Dataymp.e, Oulton Broad, Suffolk» | or General Practice (Midlands or London preferred), — 
Doctor Great Yarmouth Pet Nov 23 Ord Jan8 Particulars to Arnotp & Co., 60, Queen Victoria-street, 
Deze, Louis Oswatp, East Halton, Manager and Corn Dealer | E.C. 
Great Grimsby Pet Jané6é Ord Jan6é 
—., oa, Exning, Suffolk Cambridge Pet Jane 





YPEWRITERS.—Two Brief Remingtons ; 
good condition ; suitable for solicitor’s clerk doiog 
Farqunarsos, James Apam, aa Grocer White- | home work; £3 each. —Call and see F. R. James, 3, 
haven PetJan8 Ord Jan Farringdon-avenue, E.C., between 10 and 4 o'clock (1 to 2 
Fortrescus, Witiuram Lewis eenenes, Mears Ashby, | exce No correspondence. 
Ni , Farmer Northampton Pet Dec2 Ord 


Jan? EDFORD ROW (East side).—To be Let, 
Grspox, Joux, Leeis Leeds PetJan7 Ord Jan7 exceptionally quiet and desirable Offices, second 
Gorcxs, Ricaarp H, Stronsall Camp, nr York High Court | ang third’ floors, Yih ground ao joaaier ioe nit 

Pet Oct 10 Ord Jan 8 required ; electric light ; moterate rentals. — Apply, 
Greasssr, Wittrsm Jony, — = Wakefield, Farmer | Yegsrs, Lawpen. BevEtts, & Crompton. Avehiteess 

Wakefield Pet Jan7 Ord J and Surveyors, 6, John-street, Bedford-row, W.O. 

Hr Fipeuaece:, Henchou, Glee, es Gl ste™ 


‘men tn a tay lnintiesein. Mest npton, Horse | QQ OLICITORS’ OFFICES in modern build- 


Northampton Pet Jan 6 Ord J ing, close to Broai-street Station; with use of 


pasrenger lift; rents from £25.—Applv, Messrs. Larper, 
eas ag Sheffield, Printer Bhefhield Pet | Bepetis & Cromptor, 9. John- valves, Bedford-row, W.O, 
Hull, Haber- 


| 
Hall "Per Jans 
—— Owes, Holyhead Wail Pet Jan de Guadens Jan lis I F gpa! BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 














Hovttos, Wittram Groves 


—All _— of Law, Commercial, and other Books 

Boe eA EDITIONS. State wants. 

lssmpowedin, Asa, Halifax, Grocer Halifax Pet Jan 8 | Bend for Lin § ‘New Books iS pram Discount. Sent 
Ord Jan vig J ‘BOUG ‘W. & G. Foz, 135, 


| 
Jurraizs, dons Witttan, peeee, Laundryman High Charing Crom-roed, 





et Nov 17 Ord J 
tavamey, Hovase, Heer eit, sorer, crow | ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
May, Wruttax, Leytonstone High Court Pet Dec3 Ord | PRINTEKS, LimiTéD. 
Moss, Aurnoxer, Leeds, Pastry Cook Leet Pet Jan 7 | LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Paruiamentary Biris, Moxures oy Evipexoz, Booxs or 
Poster, Davip Biaxz, Goldsmith's row Hackney rd , Pro- | ? 
Deal Hi Pet Jan& Ord Jan 8 Reverence, Srarements ov Ciaim, Answers, &0., &0. 


Warzos, Stockton on Tees, Painter Stockton on Booxs, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
Tees Pet Ja Jan7 Ord Jan7 NEWSPAPERS, 
Reysoips, Joux Eowt1s, Walsall, Florist Walsall me | And all General and Commercial Work. 
Jan5 Ord Jan7 
Rostssox, Wiis0m, Savile Town, nr Dewsbury, Dyer Dews- Every desoription of Printing. 
Printers of THE soLiorroRe JOURNAL 


bury Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 
Comme, Hoe Sauis, oont, _eeitnny Bester High 'D WEEKLY REPORTER. 
FETTER LANE, LONDON, E.C, 


‘et Sept 29 Ord Jan 
, Geoncr, Arnold , Brode, Sussex, Farmer 


Hastings Pet Dec 21 Jn } 


ACCIDENTS or am kinds, 


SICKNESS, EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 
BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 
INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS ASSURANCE CO., 


Capital (fully subseribed) £1,000,000. Claims paid £5,600,000, 
64, CORNHILL, LONDON. A. VIAN, Secretary. 





py Hostler | Sxanrsz, WILLIAM Bonsee, ae, Lincs, Seed Merchant: 
st, Carmarthen Lincoln Pet Dec 18 \ 











LONDON CUARANTEE Ay 
ACCIDENT —. Rie 










































MINI 

is ordered to be ’ the Board of 
OFFICIALS under eka: 
Courts, &c., &c. 

Claims Paid Exceed - £1,673,000, 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Patty 
including Drivers’ Risks, 

Fire, 
Burglary, Lift, and Motor Car Insurange, 


HEAD OFFICE :—42-45, New Broad Street, E.¢, 

PHENIX ASSURANCE COMPANY 
LIMITED. 

Head Offices: 19 & 70, Lombard St., London, £.. 


EsTasiisuHeD 1782. 

FIRE, LIFE, ACCIDENT, 
Workmen’s Compensation, Fidelity G tee, Burglary, x 
Total Assets Exceed- - - = £7,000,000, 
Claims Paid Exceed - - - = £44,000,000, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 
LIMITED 


(Estasiisuepv 1828), 
urchase ionary Interests in Persons 
=— aed Life Interests and Life Pet Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 637,526, 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E.O. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. - 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, an. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or 
Boreas ether Beouritics and Antuities PURCELAGES 
ANS granted thereon. 


LO 
mentees 5:7 ion," wait 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 
FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 


la-Patient Department, Uxbridge Road, W. 


Offices and Cutt wo t, 
LEICESTER SQUARE , 























President : wt got og! Sena. 
‘ . HE 
Vice-Presidents | §/n EDWARD SASSOON, Br,, MP. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 
This Institution was founded in 1868, and is the only 


Skin Hospital in London with free beds for men, women, 
and children. Number of patients weekly, 800. 


HELP NEEDED FOR PURCHASE OF FREEHOLD, 
£7,500 REQUIRED, 


Bankers: London and Westminster Bank, Limited, 
St. James’s-square, 8. 
8 6 perintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN, 


CRANLEIGH SCHOOL, SURREY. 


oe of | England Patio Schoo. 
ncorpo 
Chairman of Donnell Lord AS HOOMBE. 
Master—C, H. Trxxr, B.A., late Scholar of 
Pembroke College, Oambridge. 
Fees: £39 (in Preparatory House), £45, and £65. 
Scholarshi soon et 4 wonne bo der 13, 
. annum offered to boys under 13, 
wwe hy of Wy r we eae, tenable at Oxford or 


Next Term begins ~y anuary 22nd. 


Cnr. PMO PREPARATORY SCHOOL. 
aon. P. MORGAN haf eo ay MS. Schein & 

and Brasenose. YS to be Pre 
er for tbe so Pabiie Schools ond “hapal Navy at the 
Dene, Oaterham-on-the-Hill, 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For 
25 per cent. will be taken off the 




















+" a. 4, 
Abstracts Copied  . +. -0- 8 por sheet, 
Briefsand Drafte . ". 9 8 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand .., ... 0 2 per folio. 
Pail Copies - =- 3am 
PAPER. Yoolscap, 14."per shest; Deatt, $4. dite 
himent, 18. 64. to ds. 64. per skin. 
! KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, BD 





Cc“) 2 £25 
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